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PREFATORY NOTE 


In the scheme of publications planned for the Adyar 
Library, Buddhistic literature forms one important 
branch of study. Special attention has been paid in 
recent years to the study of Tibetan and Chinese ver¬ 
sions of certain Buddhistic Texts in Sanskrit which had 
been lost and could only be reconstructed on the basis 
of their Tibetan and Chinese versions. The Bhava- 
sahkrftnti-sUtra and NagUrj una's BhavasankrZtnti sfOs - 
tra published by the Adyar Library in 1938, under the 
editorship of Papijit N. Aiyaswami Sastri, were our 
first attempts in the direction of such restoration. 

Encouraged by the reception which the Bhavasati- 
krunti-sutra received at the hands of the scholars, we 
are now issuing the second of the series, the Alambana - 
pank$a and Vftti of Scarya DiAnSga under the same 
editorship. A fortunate circumstance has preserved 
this important Buddhistic work in their Chinese and 
Tibetan versions while the Sanskrit original has been 
lost. The Journal Asiatique (Vol. CCXIV, No. 1) 
contains a French translation of this work with copious 
extracts from the commentary of Vinltadcva under the 
joint efforts of Mr. Susumu Yamaguchi of Japan and 
Henry Meyer of Paris. For increasing its usefulness, it 
was felt necessary to have the treatise reconstructed into 
Sanskrit along with an English translation. Pap<Jit Aiya¬ 
swami Sastri who is eminently fitted for the task, kindly 
undertook to prepare and edit the work and has now 
carried it through to a successful completion. In the 



X 


present edition, he has incorporated all the salient 
features of the French translation including the extracts 
from the commentary of Vinitadeva and has also gone 
much farther. The Commentary of DharmapSla in 
the Chinese version of I-tsing has been rendered into 
both Sanskrit and English and incorporated in this 
edition. It is noteworthy that this DharmapSla is 
earlier in point of time to Vinitadeva. He is further 
stated to be different from his South Indian namesake 
who lived near Negapatam. Valuable information on 
DifmSga is also presented in the Editor's preface. It is 
hoped that the ' Additional Notes ’ and four Appendixes 
will be helpful to students of research on the subject. 

The need for a reorientation of Indological studies 
from the point of view of cultural contact with the Far 
East and China, has not yet been adequately provided 
for in our country. Only a few institutions and Uni¬ 
versities have made provision for the study of Tibetan 
and Chinese Literature and fewer still for original 
research. It is earnestly hoped that our Universities and 
other cultural centres will realize the imperative need for 
providing for this branch of study as early as possible. 
A chair in each University to promote the study of the 
cultural contributions of the literature of the Far Eastern 
countries may well be expected to open up new and 
fascinating fields of research. 

It is with great pleasure that I record here our 
obligations to Pandit N. Aiyaswami Sastri for placing his 
most valuable and scholarly services at the disposal of 
the Library, freely and generously. 

Adyar G. Srinivasa Mukti, 

7th April, 1942. Honorary Director. 



PREFACE 


The Alambanapariks5 is one of the smaller treatises 
on the selected subjects composed by XcSrya DirtnSga, 
the father of mediaeval Indian logic. The treatise, as its 
title denotes, starts an enquiry about the true nature of 
the vlambana, object of consciousness. The author, 
after a thorough examination of the standpoints of 
the Realists such as Vaibhasikas, Vais'esikas and others 
who hold the external things to be real, and proving 
their views untenable, establishes that the vlambana , 
as it appears to us, is unreal and that consciousness 
alone is real—a dogma which has been held by his 
predecessors, Asahga and Vasubandhu, two eminent 
teachers of the YogScSra school of Buddhism. The main 
contribution of Dihnlga to that school in his present 
treatise lies in putting the dogma on a logical basis. 

This position of the author provoked a vehement 
protest from the dialecticians of the opposite camp, 
more specially Kumarilabhatta and S'arikarScSrya, two 
great thinkers and up-holders of the BrShmanical tradi¬ 
tion and culture. According to YogScSras, only the pure 
consciousness appears into subject and object; and 
there exists, for them, nothing external apart from con¬ 
sciousness. What causes consciousness to arise is only 
its part known as grvhyabhvga, knowable aspect, and 1 



the same is regarded as the object-cause Ifllambana- 
pratyaya). The opponent asks : “ How can a part of 
consciousness and appearing simultaneously be a condi¬ 
tion to the consciousness itself?" DlrtnSga answers 
this question in two ways. The first answer is : It is, 
though simultaneous, a condition, because it is associat¬ 
ed invariably with consciousness : qsuT Stqftalfonn ?T£. 
The second answer is : It becomes also a condition in 
succession by transmitting the force (#akti ): *^0713 
|| (Alam. parik$n, 7 a-b). Both these answers, 
according to KumJSrila, are unsatisfactory and do 
not stand the strict scrutiny of the logicians. So he 
takes up the question for an impartial investigation and 
proves invalidity of those arguments of DlhnSga in 
these verses: 


n e tc. 

* ^ | etc. 

( Slokawrtika , Snnyavnda, 150-158 and 158-167). 
Similarly S'aAkarScarya 1 also has, in his BhSsya on 
the Brahmasatras, summarized and demolished the 
whole structure of DiftnSga’s arguments found in the 
present work; and in doing so he quotes this line: 
W&favA 3 I {Alam. par. 6 a-b) in the course 

of setting forth his own siddtonta. Similar criticisms 


nnUi 'S my ., pa r r on , “Srthuidbjwi on Buddhist Idealism '* 
0f .? ri> V<Sn -,° rien - Inst - Timpati. Vo!. I, 
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are also met with in the works of Udyotakara, (Nynya- 
varlika), Vacaspatimis'ra (A r . tatparyaiika) and S'ahka- 
natha ( Prakaranapancika) and others. I, therefore, need 
not say how thought-provoking and epoch-making the 
treatise was in those days. Their arguments and counter¬ 
arguments will be more understandable, if one could get 
acquainted with the present work. Further, the work, as it 
is stated, forms one of the author’s original contributions 
to the logic-minded YogScara school of Buddhism. All 
these circumstances necessitate us to undertake the 
publication of the present treatise. 

It is most unfortunate that such an important work 
should have been lost to us in its original Sanskrit, 
though available in translations of foreign languages, 
Chinese and Tibetan. The work has two commentaries, 
one by DharmapSla of NalandS, preserved in Chinese 
version of I-tsing, and the other by Vinitadeva available 
in Tibetan version. Mr. Susumu Yamaguchi in colla¬ 
boration with H. Meyer has translated into French and 
published in the Journal Asiatiquc T. CCXIV, (Jan.- 
March, 1929) this work with copious extracts from the 
commentary of Vinitadeva, and also edited the Tibetan 
and Chinese versions of the text. But he did not study 
systematically the commentary of DharmapSla. 1 have 
restored into Sanskrit this important treatise, text with 
author’s own vrtti from the Tibetan version (Tang, 
hgyur. vol. Ge, XCV), with the commentary of Dharma¬ 
pSla from the Chinese version of I-tsing, a.d. 671-695 
(Nanjio, No. 1174, Taisho ed. vol. 31, No. 1625) and 
also translated them all into English. DharmapSla’s 
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commentary is incomplete and abruptly breaks off in 
the seventh verse. I have added to my English trans¬ 
lation of the text almost all important portions of 
Vinitadeva’s comment translated into English from 
its French translation of S. Yamaguchi and H. Mayer. 

There are two translations in Chinese of the text, one 
by ParamSrtha (Nanjio, No. 1172, Taisho ed. vol. 

31, No. 1619; Shanghai ed. “lai” part 10, pp. 13-14) 
and the other by Hiuen Tsang (Nanjio, No. 1173, 

Taisho ed. vol. 31. No. 1924, and Shanghai ed. “lai’* 
part 10, pp. 12-13). Literal Sanskrit renderings of 
these two versions are made and printed in parallel 
columns so that the readers may themselves note their 
differences. For preparation of the edition of this 
work of DirtnSga, I have made use of the above 
specified and other reference books of the Adyar Library 
which is one of the richest and well-equipped Libraries 
of India, and more specially so in regard to rare collec¬ 
tions of Buddhist literature including Tibetan and 
Chinese. I have only consulted for DharmapSla's 
comment the Nanking edition of the Chinese version 
of I-tsing in my possession. 1 Romanised Tibetan text 
of the treatise has also been added at the end with a 
view to facilitating the beginner in these studies. As 
no printing facilities arc available in the Press, I t 

refrain from publishing any Chinese portion or word- 
index in Chinese of the work. 

1 A copy of this edition was presented to me by my friend and 
student Mr. Shilu of China during my stay at Santiniketan in 
1938-1939. 
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Before closing this short preface, it will not be 
out of place to say a few words about the author 
and his commentators. The following accounts of 
Dirtnaga are narrated by the Chinese traveller, Hiuen 
Tsang: 

“Above twenty li further south west of the 
monastery of Achala near the capital of Pundhra was 
an isolated hill on the ridge of which was a stone tope 
where Chenna (- DirtnSga) Pusa composed a Yin-ming- 
lun or a treatise on logic. The pilgrim then relates 
about the circumstances connected the production of 
this S'Sstra in exposition of Buddha's teaching on Yin- 
ming. Chenna, the pilgrim relates, after the Buddha 
departed from this life, came under his influence, and 
and entered the Order. The aspirations of his spiritual 
knowledge were vast and his intellectual strength was 
deep and sure. Pitying the helplessness of the state 
of his age he thought to give expansion to Buddhism. 
As the S'Sstra on the Science of Inference was deep and 
terse, and students wrought at it in vain, unable to 
acquire a knowledge of his teachings, he went apart to 
live in calm seclusion to examine the qualities of the 
writings on it and investigate their characteristics of style 
and meaning. Hereupon a mountain-God took the 
Pusa up in the air and proclaimed that the sense of 
Yin-ming-lun originally uttered by the Buddha, had been 
lost and that it would, that day, be set forth at large 
again by Chenna. This latter sent abroad a great light 
which illuminated the darkness. The sight of this light 
led to the King's request, that Chenna should at once 
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proceed to the attainment of Arhatship. When the 
Pusa reluctantly agreed to do so, Mafljutfri appeared 
and recalled him to his high design and aspirations for 
the salvation of others and summoned him to develop for 
the benefit of prosperity, the YogSdTrabhnmisTJstra, 
originally delivered by Maitreya. On this Chenna 
renounced the idea of an arhat’s career, and devoted 
himself to a thorough study and development of the 
treatise on the Science of Inference. When he had 
finished his work on this subject, he proceeded to the 
propagation of the rich teaching of Yoga system, and 
had disciples who were of note among their con- 
temporartes (v. On Yuan Chwang’s travels in India 
by Thomas Watters, Vol. II, pp. 209-10). 

We learn from the above extract that DirtnSga 
composed his Yin-ming-lun, probably the Pramit V a- 
samuccaya in the monastery of Achala in the Mahffrajtha 
country, identified with Ajanta caves (Ibid., p. 240) and 
stayed much in that monastery, and also there ha%e been 
some legends connected with further development of his 
logic. But some more particulars of the early part of his 
life may be gathered from the Tibetan historians, Bo¬ 
ston and TarSnStha. The former relates the following : 

“DirtnSga was of Brahmanic caste and ordained by 
a teacher of the VStsiputrtya sect. Having received a per- 
feet education in the school of worldly sciences, he re¬ 
ceived from his preceptor, the instructions about the con¬ 
centrated meditation for the removal (of Obscurations). 
Then he was told to meditate over the principle of the 
Ego which was said to be inexpressible as being neither 



XVII 


identcial with the groups of elements, nor differing 
from them. Having accordingly practised meditation, 
he could nowhere find such an Ego. He practised 
severe penance sitting betwixt fires at four direc¬ 
tions. While he was doing so, the preceptor asked him 
what he was doing. He replied he was searching 
for the Ego. The preceptor said: “ Thou art over¬ 
throwing our own philosophical system. Therefore, 
be gone." He departed and finally came to the teacher, 
Vasubandhu. With the latter he studied the texts of 
3 Vehicles and became specially versed in the VijfiSna- 
v2da and in logic. He composed the commentary on 
the Abhidharmakosfa , the commentary on the Gujtapar- 
yantastotra, the Alambanaparik^il and other frag¬ 
mentary works, 100 in number. But as these treatises 
.were mere fragments (without any system), he resolved 
to compose the Prama\uisamuccaya. And it is stated 
that he composed it being induced by Mafijusfri for 
the benefit of the world. One of his pupils was Is'vara- 
sena who was versed in 5 branches of the science and 
composed a sub-commentary on the PramZriasamuc- 
caya." (v. Ober Miller’s translation, History of Bud¬ 
dhism, part II, pp. 149-50). 

The following accounts of his life are given by 
Thomas Watters from the Tibetan Channels, viz., 
from TSr2n5tha: 

“ He was born in Sirhha-vaktra, a suburb of Ksflci 
in the south, and he was of a Brahmin family and well 
trained in the orthodox learning. He afterwards joined 
the VStslputra sect of the HlnaySna Buddhists, but 
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having incurred displeasure of his teacher, he was ex- 
pelled, and he then joined the school of Vasubandhu. 
Then he lived for some time in a cave on Bhora S'aila in 
Odivis'a, sojourned in NSlandS, where he disputed 
successfully with several defenders of various schools 
and afterwards returned to Odivis'a. Here he resolved 
to devote himself to the compilation of a treatise on 
logic, and the resolve was followed by an earthquake, 
a great light and a noise in the air. When he began 
to despair of success in his understanding, Mafljus'ri 
appeared to him, and roused him to renewed appli¬ 
cation by advice and encouragement. The king of the 
country also became of his friend and patron.” (v. 
On Yuan Chwang’s travels in India, Vol. II, p. 212). 

From the above narratives we may conjucturally 
construe his life as below: He was born in a Brah- 
min family in a suburb of KSRci, then capital of 
Pallava kings in South India. Being educated in 
the orthodox teachings of Brahmins and Buddhists, 
he joined first the Vatslputriya sect of Buddhists* 
Being unsatisfied with its teachings he started for 
search of truth and finally came to Vasubandhu in 
Nolands and studied with him the logic and VijflSna- 
vSda. He composed there several smaller treatises 
such as commentary on the Abhitihartnakos'a, the 
Alambatuxparik$a, NyUyamukha and others. After 
retirement from NslandS, he settled in a cave on 
Bhora S'aila in Odivisa and also frequently staying 
in Achala’s monastery (=Ajanta caves) where he com¬ 
posed his Pramuxiasamuccaya , the standard treatise 
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on the Buddhist logic. His date may roughly be 
fixed about 400 A.D., as he is stated to have studied 
with Vasubandhu in Sri Nslands, whose life-period 
has been fixed as c. A. D. 280 to 360 by V. A. Smith 
(History of India, 3rd ed. p. 328) on the authority of 
N. Peri (Bulletin de L'Ecole France d’Extreme 
Orient, t. XI, pp. 339-90). 

Turning to DharmapSla, his commentator, I 
should, at the outset, like to stress on one point, namely 
that he is not to be confounded with a person of his 
namesake viz., DharmapSla of the Thera vSda school. 
The .latter is said to be a resident of Badaritittha (v. 
Visuddhimaggatlka, colophon) which is simply stated 
in the Snsanavathsa to have been situated in the 
country of Damila, not far from the island of Ceylon 
(P.T.T. edn. p. 33). However, the latest Archaeological 
finds help us to identify it with some place near Nega- 
patam, a small seaport town in South India. The 
present commentator, DharmapSla is 1 nowhere men¬ 
tioned to have been connected any way with Badari¬ 
tittha. He, on the other hand, is stated to have fled 
away from KSfici towards the north in his youth and 
remained there until his death. 1 have discussed at 
length all the points relating to the persons and dates 
of these two DharmapSlas in a separate paper entitled 
“ On DharmapSla" published in the Journal of Sri 
Venkatesvara Oriental Institute, Tirupati, (Vol. II, 
part 2, p. 347 ff.). The following accounts of the life 
of the present DharmapSla are narrated by the Chinese 
traveller: 
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“The capital (KSfici). was the birth-place of 
DharmapSla who was the eldest son of a high official 
of the city. He was a boy of good natural parts which 
received great development as he grew up. When he 
came of age a daughter of the King was assigned to 
him as wife, but on the night before the ceremony of 
marriage was to be performed, being greatly distressed 
in mind he prayed earnestly before an image of Buddha. 
In answer to his prayer, a god bore him away to a 
mountain monastery some hundreds of li from the 
capital. When the Brethern of the monastery had his 
story told, they complied with his request and gave 
him ordination and the king on ascertaining what had 
become of him, treated him with increased reverence 
and distinction." (v. T. Watters, op. cit. p. 226). The 
direction to which he fled on the eve of distress is not 
mentioned there; yet we may assume that it was 
North where he spent major part of his life. 

It is stated that he drew up the following works: 
SabdavidyanathyuklasKstra in 25,000 s’lokas; a com¬ 
mentary on the Satasastravaipulya ; on the Vidya- 
nultrasiddhi ; and on NyayadvUratarkasfaslra (=* Nyn- 
yamukha of DihnSga). The first of the above four 
works seems to be the same as the commentary on 
Bhartfhari’s treatise called pei-na, mentioned by I-tsing. 
Takakusu suggests that pei-tta is probably * Bcda ’ or 
4 Veda.’ But this is improbable, because Bhartfhari is 
unknown to have composed any treatise on Veda, and 
much more so, that DharmapSla should have com¬ 
mented upon it. So it may, perhaps, be Vyakarana. 
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This commentary and the commentary on NyUyamukha 
are not now available. Nanjio's Catalogue mentions 
four works in his credit: (1) Alambanaparik^TtvyukhyTt 
No. 1174, (2) Vidyamatrasiddhi No. 1197, (3) Sata- 
snstravaipulyavyakhya No. 1198,(4) Vidyumalrasiddht- 
sra&tra No. 1210. 

As regards his date, I-tsing A.D. 671-695 speaks 
of him as contemporary of Bhartfhari who, according 
to the same Chinese authority died in about A.D. 
651-52. It is also believed that he was the elder 
contemporary of Dharmakirti who flourished in the 
middle of the 7th century A.D., and that the latter 
was the pupil of the former. In the present com¬ 
mentary of DharmapSla, there are two quotations, 
both agreeing in spirit with the verses of PramUpa- 
vnrtika of Dharmakirti (v. pp. 61, 67). It is not 
certain whether the former quotes from the latter or 
they both cite them from a common source. 1 This 
DharmapSla seems to be the same as the teacher of 
S'llabhadra who received Hiuen Tsang at N3land5 in 
635 a.d. (v. Takakusu, Record of the Bud. Religion by 
I-tsing, XIV). Prof. H. Ui has, however, fixed 539-70 
a.d. as Dharmapala’s palmy days on the authority of 
Kwechi’s commentary on the V ijnaptimBiratasiddhi 
which is reported to have stated that DharmapSla died 
in the 32nd year of his age and was one year younger 

1 Instances are not lacking to make us believe that Dharma- 
klrti’s PramOtjavdrtika contains quotation from some earlier works; 
e.g., the verses STTcnfa ‘WW, etc., of the RatuSvali of Nfig&rjuna 
(ed. G. Tucci. in Journal of R.A.S. 1934, April) found in the Pram. 
vQrtika, L. 221, p- 87. 
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than S'llabhadra. This S'llabhadra, says H. Ui, was, ac¬ 
cording to the Siyuki of Hiuen Tsang, 30 years old 
while studying with DharmapSla, and was 106 years 
old when Iliuen Tsang met him. The Chinese pilgrim 
started from China in 629 a.d. and arrived at Rsjagfha 
and saw him in 633 a.d. So Dharmapala was still living 
in 557 a.d. These are circumstances which prompted 
H. Ui to arrive at the opinion in regard to the date 
of DharmapSla above stated (v. Vais'esika Philosophy, 
p. 10). Though the tradition of Kwechi and others is 
earlier and more trustworthy, yet it is not supported 
by I-tsing and the Tibetan authorities, (e.g., T5r5n5tha, 
pp. 161-2). Therefore we may, as it has been stated 
above, assign our commentator to the second quarter of 
the 7th Century A.D. (cf. Taitvasangra/m , Intro, xcv). 

Scholars will themselves see how lucid, and eluci¬ 
dative his commentary is even in the translation of 
so linguistically unfamiliar and foreign language as 
Chinese, and how much more useful purpose would 
have been served, if the Sanskrit original of it were 
recovered. It is also equally regrettable that the com¬ 
mentary is incomplete. 

As for Vinitadeva, the other commentator, we 
know very little of his life, and we have to content 
ourselves with what TSrSnatha briefly remarks: "Zu der 
zeit liebten die Zauberkundigen: Konig SahajavilSsa 
(Uuzn.skyes.rol.pd), in Sri Nalanda der AcSrya Vinita¬ 
deva (er verfasste einen commenter zu dem PramSqa in 
Siebcn Abtheilungen), der SautrSntika S'ubhamitra and 
der AcSrya S'llapSlita," . . . (Schiefner’s translation, 
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p. 197-8). He was a great logician and commentator 
of his time, and was one of the gems of NSlandS 
University. He is said to have flourished in about 700 
a.d. His commentary on the present treatise is very 
learned and helpful to understand fully the position 
and motive of DihnSga in writing the present work. 
Almost all important portions of this commentary 
have been translated into French by S. Yamaguchi 
and H. Meyer from its Tibetan translation, and again 
translated into English by me and added as notes to 
my English translation of the treatise. 

In concluding the preface I should offer my sincere 
thanks to the authorities of the Adyar Library, es¬ 
pecially the Director, Dr. G. Srinivasamurti, B.A , B.L., 
M.B. & C.M., Vaidyaratna, and the Editor Dr. C. 
Kunhan Raja, M.A., D. Phil. (Oxon.) for kindly publi¬ 
shing this book in the Adyar Library Series. I should 
like also to thank M. Bhikshu Arya Asafiga (formerly 
A. J. Hamerster) Jt. Director and Curator for the 
Western section of the Library for the help he has 
kindly rendered by going through some portions of my 
English translation of the French passages. However, 
I must say that I hold myself responsible for those 
portions as printed in this volume. 

N. Aiyaswami Sastri 


Substitute the following for the verse 7ab on page 2, line 5 
and p. 6, II. 7 and 11: 

(cited by PSrthasSrathi Mis'rn in hi* comment 

on S'lokavSrtika, pp. 311 and 312.) 




\. wfrf^**faroro: (=**ro ^ i 

3W, t H <rcr ?m Hiwtfyw: s 3 ' (*ro) ii 

’wwm * <rc*n^ *t s^jrcrar^ fs^ i 

HMgw h * ^ *»fiwfa*: II 

\. mw HfsmHfM’dfal fa* i 

STRTCTCt •! II 

v. m^^khK«*h nft wn *(fa1 

3n*rcfoia7^, *rfa 3 ii 

* Tanjur (NarthaA), Mdo, ce, (XCV) No. 4. 

* This vers* is quoted in the TattvasaAgrahapafijiki (GOS.) 
p. 582. The reading * W»: ’ given within bracket is according to 

the Tibetan version. ^ ^ „ 

* This line being put literally, may read thus: 4>fat. «Wdl4.H'.^ 

i 

' Lit. ftffo-OT. 




HTeWMMfajT 


S. H:‘, ?HT: H ft I 

3T^TT qffttf ft HTTHSHft^ II 

m ta^w?F^7^qrft n 

vs. n*rer T wts4tms[ [sit] i 

wnfvvmfz, M II 

<S. HI ^Tft^T ft#* ftMWH* I 


^ni^nnKiT answreftwisrowreiftthi otttht 


* The two quarters 4 d and 5a form one idea, and they may be 
put literally thus : flt WflRl HHW^IWWl. 

‘This may literally read thus: etg tftgft The 

reading ' fantQ.' is adopted from the Tibetan version of the 

V|td. 

‘ This verse is quoted in the Tattvas. pafi. p. 582. Mr. S. Yama- 
guchi suggests in Tib. 66 the reading 1 do ’ for * te ’ relying upon 
Vinltadeva’s commentary (Tib.). It is also supported by the 
Sanskrit original. The first half of this verse is cited by S'artkara 
in his Bh5$ya ad 11,2, 28, with the reading ' <W.’ for * 3 

’ geig. cha hart. So reads S. Yamaguchi’s edition of the Tib. 
version. But the Xylograph reads geig. nahart—t^sfo. 

* : ~3fftor*iW=*fBrfiWR=mi (ma) hkhrul. 

* This quarter is cited in the Tattvasart. pail. p. 582 along with 
the prose passage of the Vftti thus : 3pJ fl QWWfowoihlA, etc. 


imn^Pivn 

W. 

*T 1 «TWI*i!s»r(M1^f^ I 33 ^ WT* 

*rfcf *?TM iuj-i ; 33FIW3T3 [9T3*3] I 33T3' 3T d?W(lHWl 
WH^II I 3^ 3T33. 

(=*0R:) *FTW \ 

3 * 3^331 3W s 3 («*w:) n * n 

t 

ftw ^ i [^»] i ^t^jtt’ 

3IT33T33IT3 I *3^013: 3t3n?<*I*I I 33Tft 3 3TC5T1: ««W | 
3Tora*3T33T3«R3 i «3i3*g 33w&sfq [ 5113 * 3 . 3i«- 
*333 I *13:] 

• Tanjur (Narthart), Mdo, c« (XCV) No. 5. The Tibetan version 
has been edited by Mr. Susumu Yamaguchi with French translation 
in the Journal Asiatique T. CCXIV, No 1 (1929). 

1 hdus. pa. 

’ Llt.«f*»l WWM . 

’ This sentence may also read thus : *P>pt 



X 




3 <R*TT<R 1 

wiynfe ft g fi r g gn g. qft sinswrc 3^ 1 *ra: 
« v$ yrftnmpi 1 wra^jj ^ 1 

Sl^WWT^ 1 

f frFg# W rp^sft Jf cTW frwtsfa | 

«u<t wm: ^Ts«^ S^ROTWT^ I 

«ni ilTBSifsN ^ g^ >rfcl»ita:: || ^ II 

Wl: *T*fa5: r^FTwl^T<l, II cTC 

nw «faaw>Rf*m®fai fta %^r‘ l 

«^s«! SISTER :* ^3: «* *31* jam I 

aroram * *FfomT%<r 11 3 11 


* Representative of this view in later periods seems to be 
Uhadanta S'ubhagupta ; cf. Tattvas. pafi. p. 551: mt)CtO*fl 

faiwfcl fttcr^gitt HfcWIigjlftWTtl ffo I — 

tnHwiWi rt WT flg g % «lf fet HW; (Read «W*W) I WHttsfa tWV’prilfefT- 
gWW H W I 

k • mam. pa. du. ma. can. yin. pas. So reads S. Yamaguchi’s 
edition. But the Xylograph reads simply * jin pas \ 

‘ Cf. the opinion of Sumati, a Digamhara, cited in the Tattvas. 
pafi. p. 554 : 'imi^f^TnWc^Ft WIWlM gf^IJPJI^T fppJT: t!HWt: I 
tflt twi Jifq HreiTHH I vWKfW 

SSWftW’: WTW: I 



famspifo *r ^ T g q gfaft w: i T p«f- 

ajpwft II 

*iW5RMw* 1T lift H*TT aft: I 
TCSRWlfaRaigg *1 *Ftsft ftilMlsfw | 

n*ro rfw«iTOT 7 : fosmffcin, ^RitTargirft- 

^ | *fo I aTOguftfol^lfa I 

lifts 3 3pWWt\ II V II 
qHFro*l*TWTil «:, 

17*1153 dHiw'teft irftAi&s*^ *r^ =rrf^r i 
SRpfcffcl acT: S ft | 

*rwnw: a g 17*1153 1 »i?i^t*i 

ffflciTFa 11 

315?f ifttfTC tl^lH^Hfa&lig 11 ^ || 

? 5 fling "*rFftai**rftroft (*fa-] Wftig 
mm 1 a*n ift fPrastftai fauft I! 

3 af$$*wra^ 1 


’ Lit. «gtfSW: 

* “-xlum. po. 

* More lit. HWfatft 3Tpfl%sft ; or Hufcw arwfcsfa. 




$ WT^PFPTftVT 

f^WMMt'WWtWTfo * II 5. II 

apaflfTH "nifewTW8^ "?rat 3^5jn %fa trocngq- 
ft fagf fo m: sRW^WWfl: II 

lift rn^^^TH ^ I ^ d^^5I: 85*18: 

SPW: | 

O^TO: q?i^S^5!TfI, 

zs*$\sfk ^f^Ri<j ,, swniwu WWt || 

Stafinrog i $*w *iprmra?r5fn 

RMOF 1 ' ftftl 11 M VHT 

5I<M^°n*I «<or [ST] I 

uramft stofon*: 1 “^Tgs<nj;T*?fa^ $ifris ftgr^WTCT 
fsWfaftfa: 14 II «ff wflfr ff W W MHW : 1 ^ ^ [**] 
^giqt’TT^ ^g^?HS?TO^ [fft] I 

H Ot. arf: Wirffil. 

" *=- wfa. cf. Vftti ad 2a. 

" Lit. wwn. straw. 

“ Cf. NyiyaaUtra, IV, 1, 49: araW^ftwfa*ref*SCTT Wttpt- 

wjj w*ra ■ 

" The passage, bjirt . . . «rWW: is quoted in the Tattvas. 
pafi. p. 582. The paSjikS cites this passage omitting the words 
Wl«l 4T in the quarter b of the verse 7. 

“ Xylograph reads WTTCT3—, rad. snari. ba—. 

* rad. gi. grugs. 





V* 

«*«fcifa*iraffc [aqj II vs n 

• WftHlfa. !T 3 I 

m 

n 5iftf>*sj fas-ii^ **1^11 sfRflfaq wi 1 * qrcs q>T4f- 

?t€\ ^ f^W: | 

^ f^'T^T^I 1 !. I 

sncftsnffare gfawTafrqfefc ii c ti 

^§JOW 5lfa^: x *5TOlwi ft?Tq*rafc>nfo 

<iw«HKft»H E 8 Mift i ^ apnrft i 

f^TW «fiwRqi*w^ fararercar *wfa i **Tf*wr 

^T^T^FT^fTfr!*: * ° I f ^ ^ qfo- 

srorou q wqww ri" 1 q4ai«qM bmhi fawn 3<rcti& n 

SHire i ^fwiEH i BrawnflBjTfftr: wm 


'*■ Cf. Madhyamakfivat&ra, Sanskrit text VI, 62 and bhS^ya 
thereon. 

,r =nus. pa. ni. Xylograph omits it. 

“ Or. rad. gi. Ao. bo. la. 

'* =-nan. gi. gsugs. 

* =de. hi. rnam. pahi. nus. po. 

" Better reading will be »FflR|l75i. Cf. vftt* ad 6c-d. 



PARAMfiRTHA’S CHINESE VERSION 



wg«ra aig: 

^ I 

R. ftffil: flWHT *refo Jf | 

i 3 ^r «n«iraf si faraft : 

l. % ft awft l I «TO*: AH? l^pfewJTTf^ faWT: fil«i- 
fa, W«IHn<t I *3Wrf 3*W*ft 51 ftw: 
^wwwaT? i 

V. qgftwta, <^T [«TF1] I 

cW fWfoffaT [m] I WUM: I 3T3 

anwt 51 cl«l: I 

*a. afDjjpnui i <iRvRi, ft'Pffaffo 

I ftWT: HSfircwrf!! I 

' Ch6n=dust. dirt. This character is also used for fa^r. But 
in the corresponding passage of the vftti of ParamSrtha's and 
Hsuan Chuan's versions, the character ‘ chien ’ is used which exactly 
corresponds to «tfawI of the Tibetan. So 1 chin' is, I think, a 
mistake for * chien '—$fcrai. 


9 


10 




tfWI+KclW. ^ I 

o. 3 ?rftnroFl giN<T [*r*r:] ftwfci i 31 
wfafaft i 'f&fafoPstf —«t«HrafaMn tfey >raft i 


<£. fajH^nqfcrc:’ i 



* There are two kinds of sense organs, slhula and sukpna. 
The latter seems to be meant here. 




Paramaktha's Chinese 
Version 


Hsuan Chuang's Chinese 
Version 

3?!?5HRrj^^wl5TTOl{ 


*mro$ 

q^T3 st ftw *) 

<J^T<T,1 31 fal- 

3R I I 


f^P? ffcl I *3?l 

i ap : i m 
frasm tadg^fri i mw 
faT3 3^ I TRITIJ I 


%faq. 

'TFlt 

3 RTT 3 3T 3**rcfci 
^T^ftfcl I I fl* 

§ld 3T I -JlPWRfil- 

STCW I 3Wlft 

*T 3^3. I 3>^Td, I 


3 T 3 : 'rarft^RTdi 
WWft 3TWfR | 


11 


3^ d^R- 


r: I *R3S- 


3*J ^Tfr^I wfo I 
333^3 5TTzm | $qTft<RJ?Tg- 

fcffo 3*3^1: 


11 
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PakamArtim's Chinese 
Version 

& ftsrH- 
wm, i qdftpwni <rfr 
faro: <R*ng: i 


CRT ^3. 

fw: WII WlUfTB fajRt- 
*$FT I *jqft 3^i “cT^T^Tf- 
gtft I fa5TH *1 | 

3TO1, FflTtTlsfo * faTO: I 

fara«k, ^RRR- 
ft?FRTOt ftW I 

^FI. I a*4 ft farct 

^ | aijjaRTrW^ ft*W I 
fl^THft- 
I *r [3] =^5^ l 
fajFPlH^ | 

ffSJT^SOfaH, I qriTTtrp. ftjFl 
j?5*i •TTRftft <l§Idl *T ft^W'll- 

^R: | <R*nEWftW:— 5Fwf, 


Hsuan Chuanc’s Chinese 
Version 

fPWWi: fFirft I 

I ^3^ ^TOR- 
ft^Rrwnri i vi qRT5«a§- 
'TR^TR I 

V SRffT^: TOft?HT^T- 
HlSWRilft * *R*W: | 

ftjfa^W. u 

^nf^FIJT^: wfo W^t- 
ftw?T I ^§ff^THT'(fai 3^1$T- 
TOST*l I <Wlft ^ 5RRR: I 

3*rat *m?ft5*n5ROTTO i 
R^T?i«rgnftft?n ; n : n 
* *wft i *rat «n^ st*t 41 
anSFSFWHPRft P^Tf- 

I r3 Rl *7 3^hf I 


3rra^T4<M?f'<i 
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Paramaktha's Chinese 
Version 

q I gqf f^^TW- 

i 

4>RKNiq? ^F^f^cT | SfUT- 
R: Hfagl: qg^Wqrfq q|T- 
f)R#79fT: I rTH, *TT^ HHT- 
rth: i wr i arroin^rcg^: 
RR^qfl: | q fos-. Wig: 
qWFJH^R*! | Wig, q^Toft 
q^wgflifTg q awn^rc: 
[q;] qfpnqTqi %q: faqq i 
h^rrh^ q fow: qifift- 
gTftqg. i Hfti ^f^q- 

sftgfaiqqqRqsrf: i ^ q g*q- 
wt q qigqfq?H<?H<i: i 
qrgqf^TW HgRsiRTg. i 
qwigqftqgtf [anw] »M i 


Hsuan Chuang's Chinese 
Version 


^*vq Hftqi 
sr^ qfiqw: sfa i gq 
qqjiqiR: RgRlftqq: | 3RT: 
wn^nqT^iw^TqTqftg sr- 
i awrom 

WSg. [gg-] anqjRTR 
fajnqtRrqTPHqi 'rg 

fq?iqiqiHT^*qqq?q*ftf&qg i 
i g*ft q ggjq. i wig. i 

qfeq[T*rc]: qrf£qgTftq^ 

RRqtsfq qiwqq 
aT»qrq>Ki^qqqrg, n 

qqi q;fiqgiqi+K: q«rfq 
q^ggq; qgnf^%Tqjqt wq- 
HR I gHlft qie^RHq^ | 
q§nft%r^ qgRjmHRTg. i 
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3TI<£W|»lM/tajT 


ParamArtha’s Chinese Hsu an Chuang's Chinese 

Version Version 

sftnw^l | «4 *it 3P*n- 


V. I *TCo 4 J l«l*Rff 

•R«rg 4ft ft^^S: I <1*1 
ftftRT *1 ftift I TTl4- 
*i>2nif^mg**w*n^ i *ift 
31I^il<4*T3 ft^TRiftl 
jfpft I qdlft<KiqfftJ »T R*TT: | 
STRIRH ft?TR 
faft i ?ft i *ra*wl 5i *pm i 


^FTrl I ?!TWWR*ftl: 9dlft- 



* 3 'wn g- 






3**fa *t- 


I 


qZtffolftnft: 

3Tf^5TI W* I 

3^raR^«[j?wi«ra ii 



MWijgjj «fi[3 ^3 *n rt- 

**n<t ^R°n flfcRf^wT i 



%3, I *1 <TOT 3^*1. I 


ifiWWiH^: 4*3 RdTftR?- 
fWsffci i 51 g 'RRigs i 
3R1R191 *nw IWTOI^sft ftwr- 
^KT ffcl I 


answqfarTffrr 
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Parmartha's Chinese 
Version 

R^RTT- 

m i q*riww n g*wrt *m- 

ft<n o gw [em) i 

a«nn. mwh wwgR? *r **g- 

fRd: I [f^3] Rifl'd: I 
^ 3 - 
1 

anpi «rfait wT«rwRft- 
?H«lT3?T^: I t^3 
HHT«R ’d^Tfo] 

•i «wfil 1 3wr^n^ 

qaftwi^4r 
W*mi 1 z&R ^sjsfra- 
•! ft*RpR^ 1 aw- 
gJWSjfatWl *T f^9M<l\ a W[: I 

fWT ^ ftw: 1 

3R?rf$TOi I 3l4 

5c3«?^ I 


Hsuan Chuang’s Chinese 
Version 

*V 

3it«fr^: njfrnmii 

aigsiww 

d^WFTRpRT^ II 

RRFWRRToi I <nft*lF3- 
w?«8ui 1 3i<ft 5ira?r 

I ftfTOWR: 3^ : t K- 

«ng*t [%<i ] <t|- 

| if Sft»l- 
*IS^ d^Qi,W«*ld I 
31Wd,<flI^TfR^: RffcRRRT^I 
* sftSTfclfl s^«?: | flWiTO- 
ftjrffrTWTa^HW^ * J?TB 
WTf^ sffteg'rc^T WW, I 

JT3 

«n JffRd I ^TRftfd I 
rTOT ^ ft** I 
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Paramartiia's Chinese 
Version 

«T*ri qf|q«r- 

teq: I Wl 

m *f^ <rai atwro^ i 
*n*i fajjRR- 
*qqq<qq: i ^ AqjHvt- 
TOT&9RK I 

WR. I V\ f^TR, *Rrffa»- 
*r qqft' 

q^gprcfoflR I cWRRffiqqi 
qfa* 3iR*n*R i 

vs. 2®qq l q*nf^*R ft- 
*r faqfo %m \ 
Sf^qqtsq vq?- 

q»R qwrRRqiRqq^ 

Hqfcl’ I I 3U*S*iR- 
JRR: foajftl I ffa I 3TT«*qq- 
HWftsq foqft 3rfe*RWR. | 
mu I q*lfa?L «wws 
RWHIRR vnd^q 
srm i 3«foftwrar ffo- 
«f i fi« n O 25*m i sfcr 


Hsuan Chuang’s Chinese 
Version 

«RT: *W qft^qHKRR 
fq^fRI^T'TR^qq: | 
aspsrct ft*R*Rff 
farom* fR*gqq*nq. it 
qrofarct wwkr I aoiRfa 
*ir: $q qf^flqqTqrFqqqw- 
ITH418XRIIOT: | qgtfft- 
fo?H cRRTRS *W$& <R 
q ^fcl q%rg*irf*rcq- 
I 

^qq^T^qqiq;^: ftfri- 
*fWft»TOi I faRVIWIciHI: 
q*i nqft i 

jprofo qji^RRq: i 
qi RRq: 

|| 

ftq«n*id 

*irr qg'rsiRtsft %r- 
VTONOT: | forffoT 3n§: | 
W *Rl*qtff qqfrt | 


3TT3J^Tq^T^frT 
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ParamXrtha's Chinese Hsuan Chuang's Chinese 
Version Version 


I ^ f| t***&K- 

i ^ g toh- 


AST I 



3W*W- 


3*1 I flgT 


^«5T I ?STK55- 


3*IT*lkWUfo [if] wfawwpft 
3*q3 | 


*XH, I 


*w fi«rara4nm > v^i«n- arc *t 3 ? 

B*wn^*r [$ri] fo=qfa 1 ft 1 ?- *w* 33 - 

qi*K 3?W K'MiqnJ- 

^qfa T wqfas?rara>s?n^q <fon5?n*qfa 1 $ft 3T5sjft^. 

1 *113 1 


2*w3 | %HT sfa, WfarHlft tas*Rf: 

3*qq*Rqq T<qfo$T*<JI^ I $q R<ft<q 5TTq^f | ^ gq^q* 
^ 5WH^ I 5JUTS 1 * | qgTlft: ffa | 

q^q q§f^H3c<f- 

I ?[fc1 f^W<: l | ^l4- 
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PakamAktiia's Chinese 
Version 

3TT* I foWkMH. I 

| STfaftWISq 1 !. | 

cKt^w %*T I 

RranRfa^5faft3q$q ft?r- 

i *1 I 

<£. RT aifa- 

tt,\ | AT 3lfciPfrtyM «l$R 
i «n 

i wi qqi RTftra 
ftfeq m«iri Rifts ftfeqs 
5is>*nfR$ Rqq, i sst; ®fI 
w^:‘* l vq RfrfjftqRWRlS- 
rir«i awN^S^I | R*H 

5!frfi f%qre>RT5Wra«>TO *S1- 

ft^THTSMT STFl^^fT: I fft*- 
flR»l5TftvRTfacq awtoRRI- 
ftrasra sRfta Rgfts ft- 

^RTlft^TRH qq- 
i ^rris. i q^ifas, srfaj- 
qftrann %r f^TOR 


HSUAN CllUANG'S CHINESE 

Version 


<S. Slft^TTfa 
tfhpnf&i gw** i 
sifaftqqsjRTT- 

ii 

fa^MK^RTjRlRR 
qURftfa I ^ Slfti: R 
3 TOffaftft i fom 
■TWlftHWlfa Rg^feqiftl 
i [fcfft] r gfa- 
I 5lf^fifl^TJTR'«P*n- 
ftsnRqffrft qanfifcft 
ri i aiftfonfi [rt] i Rrcnrfft 
SRWRwra rt %h^0 
RRRqf^ft ftsRRnajqR- 
rrrr, i a^rtDPrf.q gqftqq- 
RTO awiffowiy fla i fafc 1 
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ParamXrtha's Chinese Hsuan Choanc’s Chinese 


Version 


Version 


f^ v -*rfcT I f3HH- 
gwfira *n 3*pnf*m *n aifa- 
3T i <T3 trftfj- 

qftfte<3Tri.f^rnTnfad *nai: n 



* Lit. 

* Lit. JJ«tr 

‘ The Chinese text has n nega¬ 
tive particle ‘ wu , just before 
these two words. It is to be 
omitted to make the sense more 
correct. 

' No case sign in Chinese 

* Lit. M. 

* Lit. 34gpi%. 

“ Or— 

u Lit. %Mfl|P. 

'* Cf. Madhyamakavjtti, ed. L. 
V. Poussin, p. 6, I. 3 with note 
thereon. 

'* A to: i 


tWT% I fll Sfa: tffoTWHT 
q*Rif$PNpf#i w- 
*iRwfif i cnift 
«nf^r jsi: forft to- 

ftpnrafcfafo i 
[n^WJPi ftwW 
g ta flq rai q, i ^ f^n- 
^h^»i>k*r 
ftgq^n ftgoi wfiian, n 

1 Lit. ogrf* 3f^W. 

' Lit. •nwwnwf^ni«. 

* «ou°bowl. 

’• To put moro literally this 
phrase; •Wjtf. Agto R^Ijr, 

amt’to 


CORRECTIONS AND ALTERATIONS 

IN THE COMMENTARY OF DHARMAPALA 


Page 21 

line 7-9 

Read 


•» II 

„ 11 

» 

1 

22 

.. 4 

II 

for wfcreft 

ia at 

„ 6 

M 


•i *» 

12 

» 

3fR«sf »«ft | 

2 J 

H 

” 

R TOffnrf: q: iRi&g f^TTO 
3WTO$5: fft I 

M fl 

.. 20 

• 1 

^ %h .. . 

.. 24 

4 

•* 

| <rai 

« »i 

„ 8 

« 

aSTCiriffi $3 ^ l 

.. 25 

.. 2 

" 

«n*R 3^ i ftsrfjfa 

i 

» .. 

„ 16 

M 

qfirfrtl URTlj . . . 

26 

„ 1 

•• 

3*11 31Tf for qqtqej^ . , . 

„ 2H 

1 

.. 

*1 3Rq>: q "3 . . . 

M M 

.. 23 

»» 

S W . . . | 

.. 32 

„ 4 

«» 

HfgrTrwm: I »rat 3 Z.&W^t: ... 

„ 35 

17 

•1 

«R*n^t s^sfq Sufisms, ^q. 
ftjwniua f^5i»rr^T{c^i^ i 

3H 

11 

mnit 

“1 ^T” 



3n m H w < " • 

jtstt stftafog ^torero orni^' i 

[a] s*^ am*n5: qfl^ li 

[.. . J i ^ i 

i a*m |«n$»*i 

fr] WfaF? ^ JT^f | <TC R^T qsfa | q^ 
^ $ fiifqqfa | 

fa] wafa i <n <nft q ^ ww i ft 

qfrPT«J^ | amt flsfffifri if g^ | g^g^miqicl wift- 
fa] ^ftfl?RWc*i*gq»T»ncj i qtift wit%R JTt=q* q^ qtffaf 
«T *m* I falfo] ftf WWUmHH d ftWHft W& I ^§*1 % 
ftjWW arfoTTHrT: ‘nfa^t ft«R: «!T*R: # feg: | qj*q 

* This commentary has been rendered into Sanskrit from the 
Chinese version of I-Ching. 

1 Lit. qf*. 

* Lit. nftg fro : 

1 -=ftq&wn*Nqiq<ttq<rf*r. 

‘ Lit. siwth . 

‘ Or «tf^tt fqqq; sffcsq (or fafifc r 5 K?r), etc. 

* Lit. 8^1:=fang. 
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T *rakr RT«m i fog d+fiita<TO 

RfafStltRUI [drR] WRWTRRM«I:|JMHI*- 

fom: I cWT R-il ft *IRl^RTOf SWRRRTR: I *W «l- 

RRWliRlRJRtRRTO I iMTRTHcTRRIRRt: 3W$cRR, I 

R^RlftRRR qgftjIRgflRWITO I 

<rff tfotflHmufld M ftgwifo 
TO I ^ftPglftfWWTO I RRRW R! I WWI8*WW 
ftggTO . I R RT R&TTR [RRS’RR] RcRR: I ^fofRftfH^- 
RTO I <FRRtft*TR *RR* fWTWwTTR[^] I RRT Rft- 
*pn^RTRHTR: TO I aTSRTRftdfa R SfeRRRR. I 

?^TO I <WT RRtft^F* R 3Rn^: I Rgflft- 
ftfTRlft “SRRlfttR “anwwfof I ^RTRRRRfaRIRTRTRRTR** I 
a^SRIR: RWR*g<?n*R& I R*ft ‘fori RR: I RRT***RR 
"RW^RTft I RTItfRHTR^R *<RRTfoPRlfcTO I RRT<**RRRT- 
fan*** R*R^ R'RTR^ I RR R <Rmfflft<!*TO I RR- 
MAHPmRT* I WJTft RTf I 

rhtp 5 ffo i 

: Or ■tout. 

* Lit. HWIOTIR 

* tsun-hu&i, to preserve and cherish. 

" Lit. tBTPWW^rPf. 

" Lit. s‘$snf»fl. 

“pen—root, etc. 

11 The translation is tentative. 



an. aflafla aarrcr- 
afa i aanffow fft ^aa i 

a^gro aaift arffcaft i a ft TOft ^ gro i 
[a^iff] aamanai gwfci *fa i an, to gata<gf>fcft*3.g I 
w 3 !R 5ift: i n*a aiaifra acfta ?fa tfteacarn. I 
atoRuaft ftafaa to. i arntsa ntitsft afafta^ I 

awg ar a^aafcr i ?ft i 


a?ifa <rcarg: TOaai3Pi$3ft iz-. \ aaTft *Raa: 
a «fnr: i aai SNrtffa ^amr afoiafaaai aift awfoftnrf: i 
sfeasial: afafaaaro I aasft ^ aaiaa$ a^gsaroa 
ffcaft i 


a?a>IWaTftfrl I 


a*a agrrftftsua*a anwTO. i afe wmfcilM- 
ng?an, I aarai^ i d*nw w wf fawaw *an^: atea- 
fftRmn, i 

asro ar | fft I 


agnfta* aafta i 



i 


anraftsia** araaia^aTn. i ?ft i 


afia^a »,a^ i aa aa H. fttftan a an^aaftft I 
aara arfan I 5 ‘an, ftwa anTwgas, ^s*a ftaa *ft i 


M Lit. aft 
4 
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^ mftat | | 

fa 3 t«t fatieian amftfa %a i qrqFjaTqT^q^'mno^a 
i a a %ra*q afi^M sRim: | qft *q[q$] 
i [a*ij afjfai ^orf^m: I ‘ ^ i am a amgsiaa 
i mi %i a^a *m a^a ??Rfifrqa i qqfoaa 
%3 i ar^sfo aaraiaa. i *fa i aaFiniqawg aii? i 
f§gq aa faftaa. i aNrcafasiaFaraTaia. ^i- 
wq $ 3 : l aa: %a am aai 4 ;T <q)qit3^ 1 

*w 3a: *aaR*q q^fatq* 1 qg»ft- 

faaWi&ra q^aafti: qaaftrai 1 

aaft *mH.' * 1 1 

qmaaaa, 1 ‘’^qswjmaqar^iq aaTaia q*m<g*- 

*TW I 'WT^FTqw ac 4 >K«iai aaift sasaagasq 
3 na*aaar 1 

aw?[%Ta]Tmara, 1 ^11 

qwparcn* ^<1? 1 

*f*?q%ra*q q*arg 3 fami: aqiaa. fft 1 
qvT ff^q fosiaafaatffqq^ft a a^qq: 1 arftf^. 
qr^aia. 1 am mar^fo 1 v^vm a afeqqi eft qq. 1 
asfcne 1 

u Lit. ftmqtq: 

*■ K»r. I, ab. 

" Lit. atfotWW® 
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h promt ^ WJrHifi?' | w 5^. 

^rsrO*i% i 


tHWIWfll 1 * ^PTOTOW* *fir | 

<GPRt ^r**, i (K 1 «k<i«jI i [qq.] a °<T*ig- 

tl^T I ^§flT faSTR f^»IT f^^Tnl?- 

«TTR3: ft^l'ilcMK+isidl $3: I cTClft 3Ttf*N <$ faflTFfiR: I 
H «Wt 4 ft * 1*8 | &f|[VWWW*^T | 

** 3 **TO» 9 ftUHTCK I *R *t*ng*ft farc: W 9 I 

WRft | 


•tarc<n 


i 


*$^ 9 . ffcl I 

JTTc^^ I *TW$t*f 3TT^*^t I 

fftPRft n3?3*TR ”39. «. I ^ T ^ g ^dUfofc fth: 
T^T?6 ?<9^ *Wf<t I <WT ^ *H* JT WRRT R*R | 

fftpRRT an^^i+NrWift i «rg^Owi flpfflfa I ?rt 

m mmn wiww^ 1 (w^j ufa 


" Lit. !R% 3 * 

” Lit. g^WTWI. 

" Lit. <i^nj«<*ir'i 

h ° PMrawft 
* =wrwwsi. 




26 <*n«wrcqfon 

RT 3 ,] ftrofci i 3^33, i [ 33 ift 

3T3 3t3: I] 


313313331 sfo | 

I *3qf3?TqSI>I31*H I 3 <TO3to$Wlfa 

RT$: I Wft*HT3»KnTC3«3T3. 3 ftqq: qwTgaigtTft- 

33.1 ffa qfaqr33i3ft3 3^33 i qf£ 53 333313333 ,sirer- 

331: 31351 JR®***** 31313113 33 s * fal33f3 3^3.1 331 
313^3^ 33: 33333 Ri^l: 3333 | 3^*felPd3>: 

3??: tftfo33 | 3T^Tf^: 31351: aHRfoltf | 

$ 31: ^qn^^qqigrqmfci 1 $*i je *335113313 
q^qqft 1 qrf33rcr 33fa 1 sqft^Tft arftqaromftfir 1 
33. ^qiqqR, 1 3 W 3 . ®i*m. 33 Fi wnfon* 1 3 R 3 th tfH 

31^1^3133^3 313T33 $3lf*R 1313 I 33T$li f^TT3g^ftf3 
qf^Wt^ I 3331313: m 51133 ^|qTTOTtqMI33q;W JTfrl | 
3f»|qfft3?33T3333tf3cqT3. I 313>ll II i 3H*33 ftf'j?q313fjjjq^ 
?f3 $33 33fcl I *RSft %T33*mf35m: 3gfi9133T*Hlft 
R3R 3 33: q<qTgRSqq«T333: I 3R3T35HRI3 I ?fc3- 
f^H333. ft*Wl*Hlf»I 3T^3Tft I 33«3g33 3^3: I 

?g]RP3RW?3tqrqi 3ri33fo | ?3 3333fq 313T$- 

*U tft I 


Lit. gf:antfq?qT 
or 1(«KflK. 
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(TW WNddl | Up Olfafa^ I !, *PTT 

*n *?lf^ I 'fcfa- 

ffri i frwwNifomJtaT <nw>i«n i twsmrg 

W ^ q?*no« i i ?r«T answ- 

•IT'FTWl^ iwrodRwftvww ?fcl I 

^ ««n^ ftwtsg i qq- 

wm ftl*T] JflfaSdT «lT^r^ ^m: 1 ' I 

*ftd i *! wm *£ : i 

d^TliKlf^M ^ ^T*$‘ | I 

(*Mldl1>l<4< ’ I *T (T [(i^Tc!:] ftfsj&H ^FT- 

qfa I COT* fmm: I 3lT^if5W«ifrT^ !TOfflI3*CTri: I 
g as w i ig flft s fa g: i (f*iT %g i 

(Wfs5: d<(Td(d(d<vM ft?H3?TT5.*Trftf^ 

I 


** Lit. flflT or 
M Lit. Sc*W ^WTWq. 

* Lit. &wrc®wrt^ 

** “ JTimrar * cHrdld, AT, Kar. 2, a. 
" Lit. *wrewia« 
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«? W 31^: S I %ft- 

*T|: I flqfsqfa^gRTT ^Roi | ^ t^'Wq qqj- 

ftang 5T#i i **a?fln^^f5w 3n«*«rc%qT 

WT 1 ^ I * ftftlWJoj, <1&MI3n>«T^R | SWF- 

3WT ««RI55*q!n>5: I *m 3 tR I tffrT zi ^ ffa 

srifaragswawi *f*wm i ^ i 

<Tft?ri'HRi^W.qg^ftlJCT^ ffcl M I 

f^orgtrswifj | ararf>mfa ^a*avfc*ra i 

qt?TT^:, **s[sqroraTci. i ?fa i 

q flwt a i afi RRTfeR 

I *T * *3Wfaft*ltaifV. *wtfcT | 


I Cfcl I 

qqr ftiftws: * I ft aft 

ffcwfe*rfft q 3 I 


“ Lit. 

” More lit. $fw*Fl»jqii: a^mtn dfRW *1* »Rfo. 

" Kar. 2. b. 

” Lit. 3?qftff;«^jr. 
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cR*T faWsfa | 

ff«r i 

I rTf^TW a^T3RR3^sft 3»gWW?*T^ if 
fl flw an^lWH I 

’‘cTjjfi, tfaTfl: si $7?- 

^ lift I 

a?5»WT«l f&VJW* I ^ "sfemiK’T rafftg : | 

| | 

5*7: | ftfRlfa ftfa<frf*7 I ^g: Sfital 

i si 'rcmg ^t i ?rthPkwt^ 3f*t- 

I *rt SET^T: I 3fiTtS»ft | 

ar^c^ ?t 3TOo^prt ^ <rf frmfii 

w I *7*ift**f * * fawsfa | gpR g*- 

fMta H^fa i ffcfuraj^ *n% 

«W* %i. i <wt ffc i rnM 

[a]37*7T5TTOP fHn*f *W$& I *7*n f^TH, T^rfcT | 
cftft ftwfTCTfarfa 3Tft 3PS7*F7fc7 I [<tfJ rW^[ aia w iflc q 
<7?*7ff! I 


u Add here in the Chinese text the character ju “ as ” 
* fang• aw or *n*l« 

“ Lit. oRPntw. 
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H»?$T3 -s4lfo4d | 


iRtf^TH H4frl -*-C$4 


<ns4T*ftft i 

aw: $f*Wf I [u?fi^Tj fl&WH ^ (i^lNo: I 
$f^4«l4*4Tr|. I 4WT^5? I ^T 

wUfJ. I [*fo] I =T $ ^§jR*MI3**W««liW< *Rt%R 
R4^» I tr$$T<S*T4 ?T^T4T4TR Rcftw *14^ I ^ d«M4tfl4^ 
WW& I ^1^4^144^* 515^^*^ 

'.|<t»+llv.^: J?TT 4 ?T4^ I W*M4t4 sfifN^ifo 

5^45rtt^ i f% fkfrm ^P*«faiRiiwaf^ 4# m\ 

I 4$ fj^T wgwft ffo 4*T ft?Rlfclft«B 

I fltsfo ft I 


4kg4«3. ,: I 


q/x^luTt: wicW 4 4?FTW*ftwi<t aratV^TW^R* 

<jfrt>4<fM€ | 

4 J^" I I 


HHWfrWTCT T^K+dl %c44f»J5Hn^*sra4, I M<H|ui)- 
I feftTO ft<fi 4 IJtClPl: I «raift^lf^Ji ^Tg [4 
3^*44 «!*4fcl || 


11 Kar. 2 . c. 

•* Kar. 2 . d. 

° Ie. ftfR^Tt: 


wranHqflyw i w ! 
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gfoti u» i< ft^P<t ^rc 4 ' ffcj i 

«T^K: RftTOTfl* | 1 I qfumt: 

affcaraw: *HMfawM«: a*rom 


3*13^ I 

■*W 3 THqTIRrqi^ | * 1 «$ faR "fl I 
ft V&zft ft; flffcnW: qwgft ft; qi * tTCl *ft | 

*rafs*if qtnnr *ft i 

a HqFI^S«TT*TCT: flffearaWW «ft?*TT: I 3*3 

s*i w ^11 Hvm: ri*m: sreg^ rc yn : ?ft^ift- 
^fl»l?nwqn: I H ftfewifagtKT: I sfcwifareK: 

^ ftftsf: Sflfa: I fltsft Jf|l$l?g 

srfa aftiann*: i 


sF&nqnR* 

qnp^ i 

qsftq. I 3TJpt ft^TH 
fltanvrc: i ft; ars ft*rc affemqsKftft 
‘ Vng**ffer flftRITCR fft I 


f% *IT? I aig: 
%*T 3*RTt> 


" Lit. qqfal 
“ Kar. 3. a-b. 

'*’ Lit. sMT^nwr or swwffcw fwtl i 
“ Lit. 
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%i rwr sRiritaiPw R^Rft wig- 
qft rarorcftw ft i <roi 3 ^ "awm i rot* 
i fafaRT HjMNNtiVM I a 

fTR R ?fcl R^fe*. I fW 

I TOmMHR*! I R*3ft MfcUfftsft 
RBRRTRflftfafl rft R^fa^R, I flftraTClft ^ 

facR?* | ftra R^fo fl$RTRT: «RJTTaflWTc*WT: I ?TRTfo R$- 
RffR R*3R^T?cl*RRfa I **R*nR^ cRRSRTR: l RRT =R 
®jfafal3: I' "RRlft flrRTO I W*SHlft R^l 

“jR^THTR (?) ^ RFI ^faRTWRRRgRcfa, I OTW* 
ftfoiR f^SR fawjTSRRftf: | ART %l $R <RR1®W* ^*R3?T: I 
RN Rl 3R»rWRT?TRRTR^^RT: RWMRi I 

r RORTRrtft R f^M: I fft I 

RTRfofaRRfR^f$RR SRRftfoR: I 3*ftfc?Rn5: fel* 
tWcHSHRlftfl: I UT gR^fa: I R ft *R«WI: WIWTC1& SR: I 

RjftRRiftRR. i 
rri vftRtftRRTft i 

RR iffalft 

R*3«*ft R RgTlftftfffoftRR: I 

" =5R?!« # 

4i -sflwa 

** Chi, extremely ; cliih, (K. 155) empty. This means also " red” 
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I 

q wfowfaiN: i qg aig^tg g q;fomi i w^iRim- 
wirg i 3^m i glfaqwT?m5nqa;roiqiwq q$wg: ^ttm: \ 
am li qqqqpg. i rwrcgrf;: i 

4 Vsiiraifaifoftft i 

v.i rc *rcfo q f^Rwi ffcwgfa: i 

mi sw?r 4 ’ i 

ft?&: 4 * wfw mwwm i {ftpi|«: gftaWfaquggstq 
*WRkfw i **i W faftftrit g fw* | 

g qz ww i ^g l qgg qwgs ftsroUfa i 

%i qqggis i qqfq msm: sflwrcita ton ggfai \ 
Wm g TOtosmiwr* qgg mi^s a w wtown , i gqr 
*wwnron qfc ftgrcgftmi^K W ig qg^m. i awftw tom 
sfaqtoffctowm wig i *tomr 33 WSR aimwggi 
tofa i a gq: a«nqft5w*n qwqq^w rwr: i mawmi- 
m^qig i *tot 41^^ uto i 

"aCT$TWT?fr 3«m qg | 

'■ Kar. 4 a-b. 

*' More lit. «ftW N»tqir^r?I. 

“ Kar. 4 c. 
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aiWK: fa***?. I 

llWfcW RTftftffiffffFlCTM. l 
ftvwra fastqgficRfq ftfwg*#! i 

*oi ?pra i 

q*g“ i 

5 fct«fafe w fa * wionit ft*i *wfai i *mft «w 
faff: ffifff: I fffflft * 9 fa?*: [*3*:] ftflWUff: 
tarfaftfasfa i * ^tf^qftqq:** ftPmftffHWRW 
3511^ i qri *wff qwgg anqnwt Jnsftfa i 

1 *q* wt$ f&fa*nfa. i 

q^W? WWW ITOPW& *n?IW: fffail I 
q^Rioj^i «i*q g ftfcwftac** i vnmR*i$ »*fcf i 

*JJ5RWlft3 ^ajTRR^fq q*RTgW»?ft fa 

snfta i 

q-^wii^ ^q F WffW W Wi i 

• Lit W. 

“ Kar. -W. 

•'Lit. afaUftqq: WH, 

-‘ Kar. 5a. 

*' Or 5WW^. 



•*ard 
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*'*i i tfa i 

G$Wft VRiftinnt ^ftpifainifrff: I ^ AW* 
JJWWWW ?faraT fOJ*TFI!: qffoq sfafT 

I «wt 9351*1*^3^ * ft*TO19*q*ftTOT: | g**- 
I <WT * «R*noi^ 3 | 3TWH&I * 

aftron i 

W *M*i * *ffcrw^ fare* *wfii *ft «gfoe fag- 
OTW* I * ffc I qW«J$<3titef»wfiqiT: I sqjfo 
3ITOTWTJ&: jftt I TOigTftVT ^frT Wlft Wcl*( I 3JB: 
flw»w* i flfat [*nw] ^pr*: 

*WW “arf&ffc m&rfc! I aw 3T qfcwfa I 
rewwFflfawftjHHi q^mT^TmqH irawTwi [<rc- 
•1130 q«M%TW | *H* *T aWfeqf^TH apiftfTH- 
i jffaqws «fl!TWRWWT^ i *f?i i «rr»nx^n 
^fqjtqsft ?f^q%HT3i f^twr^ rn^a *nwnff«r- 

“ Kar. 5b. 

' Then follows another interpretation (Chinese Editor). 

* Lit. WTO. 

** Lit. «ifsfqafin^n. 
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sufafa i W‘ wnqtf fc*<w ai 3^01 ?ei 

q^WrOTj. i qf? «mai sqynawR: tftfaqa i airanft a 

35qfafa I ^ »mfMW: awfaisq: I 

qft?R I 

"q^i & [ms ] qfrfcq^ <w a^pnwwui i 
qaifaa qjiftqqa a '^r, i arai 3P& aifa I \i 

[qifq] [q]?5qfti(tqift a sfcn * [aift] 

•wnwMw: sqaRaiSK^ **$- 

fc&C 1 i w a^iit flfri a iftajfafa I <wft Ararat 
i[«H apqi^ «q* ^ftl 3^*^ I Wlfq <RRH3«I^ fq5l^SR<tffl 
n$fag«WRR*wn ii 

[q?0 I 

«n« an^rqg i «if^, fWi 

jhsww, i a^r atofqfa: «n$w W: i ^gfanai 

T<qqiqF5^«Fl, I <& 3RWT3T: foal *WPli ai*<ftfa 

q*&TT»H I UWTO: f^T^f^nq: ftWTCRtelf qqfa 


" See Paramartha's version, vftli ad Kar. 5. 

° m Sf>pti tftfT* cRT*WKfts.fr?J . Kar. 5c d. 

" Here 1 have changed {he punctuation in the Chinese text so 
as to suit the sense. 

- Kar. 6m. 
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tfci [R*5iqftj i wrfSresh faqq&q «iTftm «2®^r i 

illWN: 3^: #5^ I sftfoFFTf ff mi ftww qft&R- 
m I [ara:] ^ ( * ft*R fan I n«f 

HWTO:— 

fiqq q^TJftfci qvpnfaufMi. ttimftigTO i qm 
qRWfsfawftsft I 

TOWf q*# qifa I 3R<ftlRR I q ft g*RT fan? 

fawraww qft: q<ftq* i q«ifq wnaqjo t q*3?R ^ 

I ?Wlft * [?R] ft*RI«Rq qqft | ararorowi 

q q?RToqjfrr^sqqTfl^ I 

«n«Rn^^TfmRft^!5?»q^q??R: | 

i qn* 4 [q^-] 3mn?g^ <r q*q i >wt 
wraift: RTWS^S: I 

ymwnq farqwri q^qft i qw i 

“ft*Nfq a*i*iwqifaqrft i 

** Kar. Gb. 

“ This sentence will literally read : >|R* H|«Rf«Nlil TO cVM I 

wr «r*Mlfc wmtgtRNKi.. 

“ - Plinwqn, etc. Kar. be d. 
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frw?roi srreftfa i **reif%a 
I *<l: «rfNfa I 

gftww> i <l ft^TJi f^*n «ra> i 

dMlIwflWlW I are 3RR5l®ft faSJH fall 
*R<flft Wffii I agft: ^TpHWWW: I 

?ra 3?i«r^ * I 

B m: 3JW^ ZB [IT*] I *1H?Hfcl«fflfa' T 

Ilf^Wl^'* I iti ft^T *T»fflc*a: B ** *n*I: f*?H- 

I * WB I 

*T 2RI«4**«!, ;*T*g5fK*Tn, I "M *t*T ] ?TN*i q^RiriftRi 

«*?*. | f* 9WR0IPFR RW*f H*fcr I ftftlB- 

[•3iTW], B *TH*?g [IW1] *WTT*WT*ri 

jraremw*. i *nitaf|q*TT^ an* *raft i ft*ri 
^rfStrrcarw i $ I qtfto nm ^ ’Vito flraifa i 

,l «TRW^I rfcr tfteFSft | 

■“ In the Chinese text (Nankin Ed.) we bas e to nad mo " plan " 
lor shui “ who ”, as in the page 36, line last. 

“ ~fa*r*w. 

** Or yti-pieh. 

* Lit. fw or *4. 

: * -ffmq. 

;l More lit. 0 HPQQIH, etc. 
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ftaPQnVRf* T^f^n^T •Tlffo’ 1 I 

*Wfaw fW ^ | ftqqi*STC^ 3Rrfcff *nz$\ qftsqft | 

*W afore: ^sncT: 1 * q^ : | 

ft*n *WWT^ 3TPT cr^f5i: gqftfTH 
I cTST ffcqfa TOTftffosft: | ff K a fofa dlc t | 
i *w ft aw **mi * f««rft i 
qwreitfse *w^ i s **arercref fti wn«M : i a fot: 
?m«T#Rt: ^nfolPWratsfa | q*n gfg q ^ I f^n q ^9} 
***3 WH3 ,4 «5^ [^3^a] I c ^ tr t^ ] i 

'll ft ffoHf*15Tl ftqqts^ftg^ I 3f«f g $sj W^TTc^ft^l- 
<*Tf I | <WTft aTrercftfofre?! ^ ft?f SZfTf^ 

I ^rereRreqf^Spftft ag ffol?j flft?lq I 
I T *ikt|q«fo im PIT?!, I ^ ffofaia qpj SPRl^ | 
f^T 3TPT fo'fo. 3TR?qq?q»!. | | ^M|«ft5fqftqq. 

ptt 4 *R*w ffa a^raa*!. i *wi *wpa?ftfri: i 

ftffia ^3ft$: q?q2|: Rtfo) qqft’® || 


" bhumi, ti “ earth ” is probably an error for any a, la, 
“ another " as has been noted by the Chinese Editor. 

" Or A5JIR1R. 

" Lit. drOg^RtT. 

’* Lit. JTONCTilf. 

” Here ends the Chinese text. The Chinese Editor notes that 
the commentary on remaining portion of the text is not known. 




ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE 
SLAMBANAPARlK$S 


WITH COPIOUS EXTRACTS FROM VINlTADEVA'S 
COMMENTARY 

A TREATISE ON THE EXAMINATION OF THE OBJECT-[-CAUSEj 
OF CONSCIOUSNESS 


Adoration to all Buddhas and Bodhisattvas ! 

Those who accept that there exists an external thing which 
serves as the object-cause Wambana) of the consciousness of 
the eye, etc. imagine either atoms to be [the ultimate object]; 
because they serve as causes of the consciousness ; or aggre¬ 
gates of atoms; because the consciousness arises represent¬ 
ing the image of the aggregates. Now [says the author:] 

1. Though atoms serve as causes of the conscious¬ 
ness ( vijruxpti ) of the sense-organs, they are not its actual 
objects like the sense-organs ; because the consciousness 
does not represent the image of the atoms. 
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XLAMBANAPARlKfA 


[As regards the nature of] the' object, [declares the 
author,] consciousness grasps only the form of its own ; 
because it arises in that form *. Though ’ the atoms are causes 
of consciousness, they do not possess the form reflected in 
consciousness just like the sense-organs.* Therefore they 
cannot become its actual objects ( ilambana ). 

Though * aggregates of atoms are alike the image of con¬ 
sciousness, [they cannot become its actual objects;] because 

2a. The consciousness does not arise from what 
is represented in it. 

What * object produces the consciousness endowed with 
the image of the object, is properly said to be the actual 

The following extracts are translations from the French of 
Vinltadeva's commentary on the Alambunnparlkgfi. They are first 
translated into French from the Tibetan version of the commentary 
by Mrs. Susumu Yamaguchi and_H. Meyer, and incorporated into 
their French translations of the Alambanaparlk$a published in the 
Journal Asiatique, Jan.-Mar. 1929. 

1 [The opponent says:] If consciousness were not capable 
of being what possesses the form of atoms; it could perceive itself. 
Why will not (then] the atoms, while producing the perception, 
become the object (vt^ayn) ? The author replies the following. 

* Speaking otherwise, beyond the production of the form of 
object, consciousness cannot conceive the object (vifaya). 

‘ That is to say, if a consciousness does not manifest itself 
under one form particularly adapted [praHniyata) to the atoms, 
how can it conceive their proper existence ? [And] if it does not 
conceive [the atoms], how can they (atoms) become the object ? 

* Though [the organ] is the cause [that produces conscious¬ 
ness], it is not capable of being the object itself; because the con¬ 
sciousness which is bom of this [organ] does not grasp the proper 
nature of the organ. 

* In order to refute the opinion of the opponent who maintains 
that the aggregate is the object ( artha ), the author says the 
following. 

c [The opponent asks:] When one understands that [the re¬ 
presentation] is not produced by this aggregate, why could not 



ENGLISH TRANSLATION 
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object ’ ( dlambana ) of the consciousness; because * that alone 
is spoken of [in the S'iistra] as the productive cause of con¬ 
sciousness. 1 But the aggregates of atoms arc not so (ix. do 
not give rise to consciousness); 

2b. Because they do not exist in substance just 
like the double moon n . 

The double inoon is perceived [by a man] on account of 
defects of his sense-organs. But [this perception is not 
produced by the double inoon, ns] there exists no object like 
the double moon. Similarly the aggregates of atoms do not 
exist in substance and cannot act as causes of consciousness. 
Hence they are not its actual objects. 

2 c-d. Thus both the external things arc unfit to 
he real objects of consciousness. 


this [aggregate! be the perceivable object (itlambana) ? The author 
replies the following. 

'When consciousness occurs according to the form of the * 
object and this object produces consciousness, this object (artha) 
is capable of being the perceivable object (tllambaua). 

‘The following is reply to the question: Why is that which 
produces [consciousness) only the perceivable object ? 

’ The S'&stra explains further that this object (artha) which is 
the cause (hctu) of the production of the mind and mental things 
(cittacaitta) and which gives the designations (vyavahetra) to this 
object (artha) when the mind and mental things have been produced, 
is [precisely! the perceivable object ( iilawbana ). 

“This is reply to the question: Why is not the aggregate 
what produces [the representation] ? 

“ For example, since a second moon does not exist in sub¬ 
stance (dnwyatas), it is not capable of being the object (bhSva) 
of the cause of the perception (jttifna) which appears as if it is a 
second moon: in the same way the aggregate is no longer the cause 
of the perception which appears as if it is (the aggregate] itself. 
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The external things, atoms and their aggregates cannot 
serve as the actual objects of consciousness, as both of them 
are defective in one or other respect." 

3 a-b. “Some [ScHryas] hold that the combined 
form of atoms ( sancitskara ) is the enuse of con¬ 
sciousness. 

All M things arc possessed of many forms; they arc 
perceived in one or other form of many. 1 ' Even in atoms, 
therefore, there exists the aspect which produces the con¬ 
sciousness possessed of the combined form **. 

“ That is, (1) when, for the thesis of atoms, though there i* 
causality (hctntva), there is no form {Ukaril), and (2) when, for the 
thesis of aggregate, though there is form, there is no causality. 

'* Having thus refuted these two theses, the author examines a 
third thesis of some of the advocates of the external things 
(bShyOrtha), vit., Vfigbhaja, etc. 

" What does it matter what exists in atoms, they all exist 
substantially (draxyalas). Therefore, since they exist substantially, 
tlie state of combination (sandtltkora) is capable of being itself the 
cause of knowledge (vijHUna). The atoms are thus the object 
(vifttya) in another manner. 

[The author asks of these opponents:! Is it not that the 
character of atoms is well-known to be very subtle ? [Now] where 
is found in these [very subtle atoms] such a state of combination 
(siMrcf/a-Mra) ? How can there be two contradictory characters in 
a single (thing) ? 

[The opponents reply:! All the material things are composed 
of four great elements [catunnahlibhuta) and since these latter 
possess the characters of colour, of odour, etc., there is what 
possesses several characters. J ust as there are several characters in 
the atoms which are composed of four great dements, so also there 
are several characters in the state of combination. Thus all things 
have several characters, but one cannot see all of them at the 
same time. , 

w Because their powers being differently affected, the organs 
cannot cognise all the objects ( arlha ) at the same time. 

Having proved that in the atoms there is the combination, 
one, further proves that in the atoms there is the cause which 
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3 c-d. The” atomic form does not become the 
object of consciousness just like the attributes such as 
solidity, etc. 

Just as the attributes, solidity and others, though existent 
in atoms, are not perceived by the visual consciousness, so 
also the atomic form *\ 

4 a-b. In that case, the [different] perceptions of a 
pot, cup, etc. will be identical 

Though the atoms of a pot arc greater in number and 
that of a cup [less], there exists no distinction whatever 
amongst' the atoms **. 

produces the perception manifesting itself as if it is a combination. 
It is, one asserts, the two parts of the perceivable objects (Mamba- 
u<isyti dvibhitga) which lack in the two (previous! propositions. 
When one says that the existence of cause produces the perception, 
he asserts the causality. Wren one says that what manifests itself 
as if a combination (produces the perception], he supposes the form, 
and he proves the reality ( atlitva) of the state of combination. 

' If there is in the atoms the state of combination which is 
their gross character, how can one call them atoms ? [The opponent 
continues the following]. 

“ It is so because the powers of the organs are differently 
affected (pratiniyata). Likewise, though (there are atoms) they arc 
no longer (capable of being object of the visual perception]. 

” The author, wishing to refute the third proposition, asks: 
What state of combination do you want to assert in the atoms ?, 
[and he adds :] In all cases, it is well-known that the vase and cup, 
etc., are combinations (of atoms). In such case, what state exists 
in the atoms ? If you say : “ It is the'state of vase,” the perception 
of vase will arise in all the combinations of the cup, etc. If you 
say :It is the state of the cup," the perception of the cup will arise 
in all Ithe combinations of the vase, etc.]. Therefore the (different! 
perceptions (prthagbuddhi) called in certain case “ perception of 
the vase ” and in some other case “ perception of the cup " will 
not arise. 

"The opponent says: With regard to the vase, atoms are 
numerous ; with regard to the cup, they are a few ; one recognises 
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4c. If [the opponent says that] the perception 
differs in accordance with differences in the forms of 
the pot and others ; 

If you think that the parts of the pot, etc. neck, etc. [and 
that of the cup] are different, whereby these differentiating 
elements differentiate their respective cognitions. True, this 
differentiating clement exists in the pot, etc. 

4d-5<j. But it never exists in the atoms which 
exist in substance, because the atoms arc absolutely 
identical in their dimensions *\ 

Though ” the atoms are different in substance, there 
exists absolutely no distinction in their atomic sixe” (pari- 
m&ntfalya). 

equally atoms either many or a few in other cases ; therefore there 
exists a distinction (viavfcr) of perception made by 11 many ” or 
“ a few 

The author replies: The distinction in the perception ( buddhi■ 
vi'jcs'fi) is not capable of being made by " a few," or “ many " : for 
though in the vase there are many atoms and Itf few] in the cup, 
however there is, when the question is the character of atoms, no 
difference which exists in itself. Therefore it will happen that in 
the case of numerous atoms, one will have a large vessel, and in live 
case of a few atoms, one will have a small one; but it will not 
happen that in the same state of combination the perception of the 
vase will arise in the case where there are many atoms: and that the 
perception of the cup will arise in the case where there are a few. 

" The difference is not found any longer in what is called the 
exiguous sphericity ( p(lrimitn<falya ) of atoms. 

” The opponent asks: Is it not that the atoms of tins vase arc 
precisely of one substance (dravya) other [than the cup], and that 
the atoms of the cup arc also of one substance other [than the 
vase] ? And how can one say that there is no difference in measure ? 
The author replies the following. 

• ** The difference in form does not reside in the atoms. J ust as 

whatever they may bo and however numerous they may be, they all 
exist in the substance, so whatever may be their measures, the atoms 
arc all of an exiguous sphericity, and this sphericity of the atoms is 
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5*. Therefore * the differentiation goes along with 
things substantially non-existent. 

The difference in forms lies only in the empirical things,“ 
but not in the atoms The ” pot and other things arc only 
empirically true. 

5 C’d. For, if you remove one by one the atoms 
[of the pot, etc.] the perception illuminating the image 
of the pot, etc. will immediately vanish away. 

Even * if that which is connected with them ( sambandhin) 
is excluded, what substantially exist, do not ccasc to produce 
their own cognitions, as for example, the colour [blue,] * etc. 

precisely their unique character. Therefore how could one differ¬ 
entiate the perception [by means of] the difference of atoms ? One 
will assert to this that the state of combination is gross. Now, since 
the atoms exist in substance, they ought to exist in “ being which 
has no extension ", otherwise, if they had extension {digbhaget), 
they would not be capable of existing in substance. Therefore, 
since the atoms are not extended, wherefrom comes the difference of 
arrangement ? 

w Having thus refuted the difference of forms of atoms, the 
author concludes the following. 

* Because they are extended. 

“ Because they arc not extended. 

" According to the Vais'cfikas, the vase, [cup], etc. are substan¬ 
tially existent. If the Vaitfe^ika asks: How do you know that 
what are called vase, (cup], etc. exist by convention ? The author 
replies the following. 

* (The Vais'csika continues :1 If one would exclude (entirely] 
the atoms one after another, the perception which possesses the 
representation of the vase, etc. having not arisen, how might it 
result form this that the vase, (cup], etc. might exist conventionally ? 
The author replies the following. 

" If the vase, (cup] etc. were substantial beings, if even what 
is connected with them, was entirely excluded, they would not 
cease [to produce] the perception [of colour, etc]. 

[The Vais’csika replies:] If one excludes entirely the atoms one 
after another, the cohesion (samyoga) which produces (Hrambha) 
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It is ", therefore, rationally deduced that the objects of differ¬ 
ent sensual cognitions do not exist externally. 

6 a-c. It 3: is the object ( artha ) which exists inter¬ 
nally in knowledge itself as a knowable aspect and 
which appears to us as if it exists externally. 

Though" the external things arc denied, what exists 
internally in knowledge itself [ix. its knowable aspect] 

the substance, being destroyed, and (consequently, if) the vase 
is destroyed, is it not that the perception does not arise any 
more ? What prevents the vase, [cup] etc. from being existent 
[substiantally] always (sarvadii) and wherever this may be (*«r- 
vatra) [without their destruction]. 

[The author replies:) If the vase and other substantial things 
formed of parts (avayavidruvya) exist beyond the atoms, when one 
says that the vase, (cup] etc. are constituted by atoms, is he 
willing to say (l) that the atoms exist in proper being as numerous 
as they may be, or (2) that they exist partly ? In the [second] 
case, what is beyond the elements that produce one whole (oiwyaviuj 
exists by means of a single element of this whole owing to which 
this [whole] is going to exist there; if [as in the first case] what is 
beyond the constituent elements does not exist that is going to exist 
in [its] proper naturo [svarfipetju] howerer numerous the atoms 
may be ; thus, the atoms as numerous as they may be, become one 
whole: vase, [cup,] etc. consequently, when the unity component 
(that is to say the atoms) of the whole is destroyed, this whole does 
not exist any more substantially ; because if it existed again, one 
would assert simultaneously several contradictory states (6/i3v«). 

M Having thus proved that three propositions are not capable 
of [demonstrating] that the external object is the perceivable object 
(slambana), [the author says] in conclusion : Since tho atoms arc 
not capable of being the perceivable object, therefore, etc. 

" Having thus refuted the principal doctrines of other schools 
whose proposed theories could be destroyed by means of well- 
established reasonings, the author, now, wishing to establish his 
principal doctrine on the perceivable object, says the following. 

“ The opponent says: If there .was no external object, is it 
not true that there would not be any conditional cause ( pratyaya ) 
of the perceivable object of consciousness ? 

[The author replies d Here, one is not in the error of non-exis¬ 
tence of the conditional cause of the perceivable object; for,-. 
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and appears to us as though it is existent externally, serves os 
a condition of the actual object (Alambanapratyaya) [to con¬ 
sciousness"]. 

6 c-d. Because ** consciousness is the essence [of 
the external object] and that [object essence of which 
is consciousness] acts as the condition [to conscious¬ 
ness].* 0 

The internal consciousness appears as [manifold external] 
object ( ariha ) and also arises from that [objective aspect of 
its own**]. Thus the internal consciousness is endowed with 
two parts (*'.*. image and cause) [which circumstance is absent 
in all the previous propositions] and therefore what exists 
internally in the consciousness (i.e. the objective aspect) is the 
object condition ( Jlambanapratyaya) to the consciousness. 

If only the objective appearance of consciousness is 
experienced, [it will be a part of the consciousness and ap¬ 
pearing simultaneously with it]. How can a part of 

" For example, for the eye-diseased person ( laimirika ), appear¬ 
ances of hairs, flies, etc., appear in the perception with the forms 
of hairs, flies, etc., Ireall. Likewise, since the knowable aspect 
(grOhya-bhaga) is capable of being characteristic of the object 
(ariha), one calls it die conditional cause of the perceivable object 
C Slant bana ). 

“ Ths opponent asks again: Then how could the knowabio 
aspect, be the characteristic of the perceivable object ? The author 
answers the following. 

“ And also because, thanks to the maturity of impregnations 
(t-ilJwrj a =*perfume) frequently repeated of the blue, yellow, etc., the 
perception (jlUina ) arises in possessing the characteristic of the blue, 
yellow, etc., this characteristic is the conditional cause of con¬ 
sciousness. 

** Mrs. S. Yamaguchi and H. Meyer, probably on the authority 
of Vinltadeva, translate this passage thus: As consciousness, 
[through the characteristics] of the object (.ariha) [which exists] 
internally subjectively) (=»the knowable aspect) possesses the 
characteristic of this object, this characteristic existing, the 
consciousness arises. 
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consciousness and appearing simultaneously be a condition to 
the consciousness ” [itself] ? 

7 a. [Though * the external object] is only a part 
[of the internal consciousness,] it is a condition ( pratyaya ) 
[to the consciousness], because it is invariably associa¬ 
ted with the consciousness. 

[The objective aspect of consciousness,] though arising 
simultaneously with it, becomes condition to [the conscious¬ 
ness] which is produced by other [conditions]. "Logicians 
(naiy&yika) say as below : The possession of existence (bhdva) 
[by existence] and of non-existence {abhdva) [by non-cxist- 
cocci is the characteristic sign of successive productions of 
the cause and result, [this result] possessing the cause." 

* (The opponent says:] In all cases, one comprehends that 
what is perceivable internally existent (»\e., subjectvely) in the con¬ 
sciousness, be thus the appearance itself (=what appears). But, he 
will say, if this perceivable object (Blambatsa) appears as an appear¬ 
ance designed (dessinie) by the character of what is perceivablo 
(fPcynkiira), this perceivable object will be what appears at the 
same time as a part of this [appearance]. How could [such an 
appearance] be conditional cause (pratyaya ) [of the object per¬ 
ceivable by the consciousness] ? 

If it was possible, this would be " oneself made by oneself ’* or, 
the knowable aspect (grahyabhlJga ) would produce the knowable 
aspect (grdhyabhMga) ; horns of the right and left of the ox would 
themselves produce one by the other; this would be a formidable 
error (atiprasanga) [there]. 

" [To this objection the author replies the following]. 

* [The opponent says:] By means of discrimination of parts, 
it would be possible that oneself makes oneself, how would it be 
possible that it is what possesses the determinate cause (nimitta) 
without the confusion between the being of cause and of its result ? 
The author replies the following. 

"That is to say, at the moment when the knowable aspect 
exists, the perception exists also ; when it does not exist, (the per¬ 
ception] exists no more. Consequently these two [existences] which 
arise simultaneously are capable of being the cause and its result. 
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Or, 41 

7b. It becomes condition also in succession by 
transmitting the force " {sfakti). 

It" is also possible successively that the objective ap¬ 
pearance of consciousness ( arthdvabhdsa ), in order to give 
rise to a result homogeneous with itself, makes the force 
(aw kti) seated in the [store-house] consciousness, and it is 
not contradictory 44 [to the reasoning]. 

41 Having thus explained that the existence (bltUva) of the 
object {vifaytt) and the existence of that winch perceives the object 
(viftiyi'O exist at the same time, the author, now, explains that the 
existence of the object (vifaya) and the existence of that which 
perceives the object (vifayin) arise also successively {kramttja). 

" When the knowable aspect disposes {dispose) the dominant 
force, it objectivixes itself into a proper being which produces 
successively [consciousness]; for, while destroying itself, this know- 
able aspect deposits at this moment its dominant force on the 
AlaymijlUtna. If therefore this dominant force produces ac¬ 
companying factors (sahaltilrin) at the second moment, it will pro¬ 
duce a consciousness homogeneous with [the dominant force], but 
at this moment only. 

If the [dominant force] at this moment, docs not produce the 
accompanying factors, when they arise in the third, fourth, or no 
matter what instant, this [dominant force], they having matured, 
will produce the same consciousness as this. 

When one has this comprehension, he has no more difficulties 
“ oneself is made by oneself or " they arise at the same time ” 
and others. 

Thus this blue and other [colours], the characteristics of the 
knowable aspect, which existed in the precedent perception produce 
the following perception which will have the characteristics of blue, 
yellow, red and other [colours]. 

“The opponent says: If the dominant force [vakti) produces 
the perception (jtWna), the dominant force will be precisely the 
object {vifaya), while the precedent knowable aspect will not be the 
object. [The author replies the following.] 

44 If the dominant force is not determined (vyavaslhita) [to the 
actionl by the knowable aspect, this dominant force will not produce 
any more such perception. Consequently, since the perception 
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[The opponent says:] If only the self of conscious¬ 
ness constitutes the object-condition ; how should we explain 
[the saying that] the visual consciousness arises depending 
upon the eye and [form u (rCpa)] ? 

[The author replies :]** 

7 c-d. What is the sense-organ is [nothing but] 
the force itself [in consciousness] by virtue of its acting 
simultaneously [with the object] as an auxiliary cause 
[tahakUrin) [for raising up of consciousness]. 

The*' sense-organs are inferred from (the nature of] their 
results to be only the forces of consciousness, but never 
constituted of matters.*' 

which is born of the dominant force, is also product of the knowable 
aspect, there is no any contradiction (virodha). 

(The idea that the interior] possesses two modalities is precisely 
possible according to the former proposition (pakyi), for, the know- 
able aspect producing the perception similar to itself, [the interior] 
possesses two modalities. 

“It is so because, the eye acting simultaneously with tho force 
which had already appeared, had produced [visual] consciousness. 
But if the interior form had not appeared previously to the eye, how 
could it produce the visual consciousness in acting simulaneously 
with the interior form ? 

** If the organs are made by elements, [as the Sarv&stivadin* 
assert,] there will be this difficulty raised by the opponent, but in 
our opinion, the proper nature of the dominant force (rakti) which 
one beliex'es as the organ itself and which acts simultaneously 
[with the object (ripryaJJ is precisely the organ. Therefore, for us, 
just as the form is interior, the eye also is an interior proper being. 

*■’ [The opponent asks:] How could one know that the organ is 
the proper being of the dominant force ? [The author replies the 
following.] 

" For, one could infer merely some cause in considering the 
result, but one could not infer the genus (vis-efa) of the cause. For 
example, one could infer the fire on merely seeing the smoke, but 
one could not infer the genus of the fire and say if these are of 
herbs, of leaves [that burning]; likewise, one could, solely by the 
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8 a. That force is not contradictory to the con¬ 
sciousness. 0 

That force bo in consciousness, or in its self which is 
of indescribable nature *; there 41 is no difference in production 
of the result. 

8 b-d. Thus" the objective aspect [viqayafflpa) 
[of consciousness] and the force ( tfakti ) [called 

fruit characteristic of consciousness, make inference on the 
cause, but one could not deduce the genus of the cause, that is to 
say that which has been made by the elements, etc. 

" 'Die opponent says : The dominant force faakti) dejicnds on 
the possessor of that force ( [paktimat) ; for, without basis (ildhitra), 
the dominant force is not capable to exist. The possessor of the 
force ( paktimat) is one of the organs: now this (organ] itself has 
been constituted by the elements. 

The author answers: If one considers the representation 
(vijlUipti ) of consciousness, [the conception] of one basis for the 
dominant force is not contradictory. This being admitted, if one 
basis is necessary, the consciousness {vijTSlna) itself is capable of 
being this basis (jtpraya); for, in the consciousness, there is a proper 
being which knows the object (vifaya) and [at the same time] a 
proper being which knows itself (svasamvedana). 

“The opponent replies: while the dominant force residing in 
this [organ] made by the elements, produces one fruit different 
[from that of consciousness] the dominant force residing in 
consciousness produces (in its turn) one fruit different (from that 
which a compound of elements would produce]. [Now, you assert 
thatj the organ consists in the dominant force [and] however the 
fruit of elements and that of consciousness are different: the organ 
does not reside thus in the dominant force, but it is necessarily 
composed of the elements, thus the dominant force would be 
capable of being sometime in consciousness and sometime in the 
proper nature inexplicable (attirderya) (that is to say in the organ). 

41 The author replies : There is no any difference in the produc¬ 
tion of the fruit: for, in all manner ( san athu ), to see the form, (to 
hear the sound,] etc. are simply productions of the dominant force. 

“ [The opponent asks:) Then what is thus the cause of the 
dominant force of the organ ? 

The author replies: Just as consciousness arises from 
the dominant force of the organ, so this dominant force of the 
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sense-organ] go mutually conditioned from immemorial 
time. 

Depending upon the force (rakti) called eye, and the 
interior form (antah riipa) arises the consciousness which 
appears as though it is the external object, but it arises un¬ 
differentiated from the perceivable object. These *’ two act 
mutually conditioned without beginning in time { anidikila ). 
Sometime’* when the force [called odsand] gets matured, 
consciousness is transformed into a form of object (vifayd- 
karate 1) and sometime" the force arises from [the conscious¬ 
ness] endowed with the form of object." The consci¬ 
ousness and force, both may be said to be either different 

organ arises equally from the previous consciousness which causes 
the activity (flverf/w) of the organ, and this previous consciousness 
arises from the dominant force of the organ still more anterior. 
Thus, etc. 

" The opponent asks: Then wherefrom does this dominant 
force proceed ? 

The author replies: The dominant force proceeds also from 
the anterior consciousness which causes the activity of the organ ; 
this consciousness in its turn proceeds from a dominant force more 
anterior, and this same dominant force proceeds from a conscious¬ 
ness still more anterior which has caused the activity of the organ. 
Thus these two, etc. 

M Having thus explained that the dominant force of the organ 
and consciousness are beings (bhilvet) of the cause (hetu) and 
of the fruit (phala), the author, now, in order to explain that the 
dominant force and consciousness are leciprocally mutual causes 
and this without commencement in time, says : Sometime, etc. 

** The translation of this passage is done according to Para- 
mArtha- According to Vinltadeva, French translators have done 
thus : Sometime, in (the mind which possesses) the form of this 
[object) it is the dominant force [which is produced). 

* Then at this moment, the cause and its fruit arising recipro¬ 
cally in an uninterrupted continuity, one says that the time is 
without commencement. 
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from or identical with one another as one may” like. 
Thus ** the interior object [which is not different from consci¬ 
ousness] is endowed with two factors, [image and cause] and 
therefore it is logically concluded that consciousness [alone] 
is transformed into [external] object (vi*oya). 

The treatise on the examination of the object composed 
by Acirya Dinnlga is complete. 


“ The opponent asks: Are the dominant force of the organ 
and that of the object different from the consciousness or not ? If 
they are different, there is only difference in denominations, but the 
object is the same ; because [at this moment] one admits {pratijlta) 
an organ and a perceivable object (Wambana) apart from con¬ 
sciousness. If they are not different, one could not say that this 
dominant force is the organ and that this dominant force is the 
object. 

The author replies: The dominant forces are the proper 
nature (atman) of differentiations (vtresa) of a stage {avasthn) 
and they exist conventionally (samvrtyB) ; therefore, relying upon 
the mundane designation {laukikavyavahara) on* could, as he likes, 
say that (sometime] consciousness on the one hand and [the 
organ and the object] on the other are of different nature (anyatva) 
and [sometime] of non-different nature ( ananyatva ). See addi¬ 
tional notes. 

For, thus, some things which exist conventionally are in certain 
case designated by different denominations; for example, one says 
" the perfume of the sandalwood " (now, the perfume is not the 
same thing as the sandalwood] and in some other case they are 
designated by non different [denominations]: for example, one says 
“ the vase is in such matter ", etc. [now, the vase could not exist 
beyond the matter which constitutes]. 

“Thus, having demonstrated that the perceivable object 
(Slant bana ) is truly interior, the author in conclusion, says the 
following. 

8 




ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF DHARMA- 
PSLA’S COMMENTARY ON THE 
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In order to light up the wisdom 
In the vicious-and-dull-minded men, and 
In order to let them extirpate their evils who spoke, 
I pay homage to Him and investigate the [true] 
meaning [of the text]. 

Some philosophers accept the external things 
as object-causes of the consciousness of the 
eye and others. 

The fruit of investigation comprises the rejection 
of what is rejectable and the adoption of what is worth 
adopting ; therefore the cause for both is set forth here. 
The word 1 11 others ” includes the five-fold conscious¬ 
ness which arises having the support of material objects 
and the senses as accepted by other schools of philosophy. 
They conceive that the senses are directed each to an 
[invariable external] real object. But the conscious¬ 
ness bom of the mind [as the sixth organ] is not to be 
accepted as correct; for, it is not directed to an 
Read in the Sanskrit text p. 21, lines 7—9, as 
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invariable real object, but to an object which is only 
conventionally true, for example, the chariot * and the 
like. Though it may be permitted that the mental 
consciousness is conditioned by a real object endowed 
with parts 1 (avayavin); yet it grasps also an object 
which is not its own and which lacks a form similar 
to one reflected in consciousness. But for the con¬ 
sciousness of the eye and others, there is well-known 
separate object invariably associated with each of the 
senses. No such fixity of object is arrived at in the 
case of mental consciousness. 

Moreover, the Truth in its essence is to be realised 
inwardly by a knowledge born of the repeated practice 
of trance, and never becomes the object of the dis¬ 
criminative thought (tarka=manas) \ and again it ap¬ 
pears as though it is perceivable, yet it shines as object 
only of a supreme knowledge born of contemplating 
what is heard and what is thought out, [and not at all 
of the mental consciousness]. Thus the object of the 
mental consciousness becomes absolutely non-existent. 
For, this object can be no capable of being condition- 
cause at the moment of its origination ;* nor can it be 
so in the past and future moments, because the things 
of past and future are non-entities just like the uncom¬ 
posite elements of existence, [ether, etc]. For this 

' Cf. Tftttvas. paK. p. 206; Ny&yavftrtika, p. 80—1 where 
different explanations are given for rathSdivat. 

* Read in the Sanskrit text p. 21, line 11, nqfa (HtftgldqTOft- 

‘ Read in the Sanskrit text p. 22, line, 4 Wtgtsril for l 
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reason, the word “ others ” is said to include the body 
of five sorts of consciousness. 

Then, if [you say that] the mental consciousness 
owes its existence to what is brought home by the sensual 
consciousness ; 1 how is that also possible ? It cannot 
take place either in the same moment as the sensual 
consciousness or in the immediate next moment. It 
is not possible in the immediate next moment, be¬ 
cause the object like the colour, etc., has already been 
vanished away in the immediate next moment. Nor 
does the object of the present moment become condi¬ 
tion to it, because it has been grasped by sensual 
consciousness. 

[If you say that] the mental consciousness grasps 
naturally the external object of its own accord, then 
there will be no possibility of existence of the blind or 
deaf,' etc. [To accept] a sense faculty other than the 
eye, etc. is contradictory to the inferential knowledge. 
The denial of extra material object [which may suit to 
the mental consciousness being gladly admitted, why 
should we entertain a bias for the mental consciousness 
alone ? To the visual and other consciousness material 
things serving as supporting causes become bases. 7 
[But to the mental consciousness there is no such thing 
as basis.) What is short of basis, has by nature no 

* Read in the text, p. 22. line, 6, ife’jfofTJiTtfwN mfrfWHH t 
Whole discussion below, cf. flRT’HrfSfflfa, II. 239—244. 

* Cf. Tattvas. paK. p. 825 ; NySyabindupkfi. p. 10. 

? Read in the Sanskrit text, p. 22, line 12, 
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function to perform, and therefore is to be non-existent; 
[e.£. ether]. So also is the case with the mind. 

[Though] the object ( alambana) may be [proved 
by] the perceptive knowledge, yet, since it consists in 
the nature of being grasped 1 ( grahyasvabhava ), it is 
absolutely unreal. So we consider it right to reject 
the nature of its being object (ulambanattt) and thereby 
the nature of its being basis ( asfryayatu ). However, the 
force (sfaktt) which constitutes the sense faculty and 
which acts simultaneously [with consciousness] will 
imagin it to exist. 

An external thing, etc. 

It is perceived that there is some object other than 
this [consciousness]. This [consciousness] makes known 
[to us] something opposite [to itself]. That something 
is called object since it is [as it were] capable of being 
grasped by an entity other than itself. 

How could one say that something (e.g. perception) 
depends upon mere collocation ’ (samagri) ? For, the 
collocation is not properly a substance. [If one argues 
that we should accept that principle in accordance with 
the TathSgata’s teaching in respect of the two fold 
Truth, failing which] the TathSgata’s Truth will be 
far amiss from correctly understood. This argument 
goes by itself against the reasonings preceding and 

’ Cf. Nyiyavirtika, p. 521 where some anumttna is referred 
to thus : a I flK'nfcta P- 656: 

wa hiwwti— a fatto i 

’This seems lo be a reference to the MSdhyamika’s stand¬ 
point. Cf. ararar etc., in the BbavasaAkrinti sGtra, $ 11. 
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succeding. But, for my own part; where is [the possi¬ 
bility of] incurring such a fallacy ? For, I have accepted 
that it depends upon a substance (dravya) as well as 
collocation ( sBmagri ). Now it follows that even if 
some other objection is raised, that also may be taken 
to be answered. 

“ They postulate the subtle atom ” 

Though the subtle atom perishes as soon as it 
appears, yet two substances serve as a cause, but not 
collocation [of atoms]. For example, things, colour 
and others, though they are simultaneously present 
before the senses, become objects [only of their 
respective senses] without any confusion on account of 
the fact that the faculty of grasping a particular object 
is fixedly assigned to each sense. All substances are 
perishing, yet the double '* atom which is capable of 
existing [at the time of grasping] serves as the object- 
cause. 

“ Because the atom serves as cause for that.” 

The word “ that ” means the consciousness of the 
eye, etc. It arises on a contact [of the sense-organ] 
with the object constituted of parts. So say some 
[AcSryas]: Among the causes, that which acts as the 
productive cause becomes its actual object.” 

“ Contrast the Tattvasartgrahapaft. p. 55 I 

Bhavaviveka calls 2 atoms as a dravya v. Ui, Vais'epka philos¬ 
ophy, p. 131. _ 

" Read in the Sanskrit text p. 23, line 14: n •nwWTO: 
ae*l%3 ftvsw 1 Cf. S’lokavirtika,' p. 285: *-41444-^*1- 
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“ Or some others postulate the aggregate 
of atoms" 

The advocates of this doctrine say that the aggre¬ 
gate formed of atoms serves as the actual object of 
consciousness. 

" Because consciousness arises represent¬ 
ing the image of the aggregate of atoms.” 

The aggregate is believed to be the actual object 
of consciousness, since it is born of the aggregate 
[and endowed with its image]. It is as somebody says: 
" A thing whose form is represented in a consciousness 
is really its object."” Both these disputants say: 
[Here the following thesis is intended to be formulated : 
consciousness has an aggregate thing as its object; 
because it is endowed with the form of that aggregate 
object]. Now, if [the idealist objects that] this reason is 
invalid and cannot be formulated as such ; for, it lacks 
an appropriate example just as the second reason which 
could prove the validity of the first one does. [Moreover, 
says the idealist, the reason is not recognised by us; 
because we do not accept that the image represented in 
consciousness pertains to an external aggregate thing, 
nor do we consider real the aggregate apart from its parts 
i.e. atoms. Therefore we do not have anything external 
corresponding to the gross form found in consciousness. 
We may now, answer that] the general quality of atoms 
{paramSvusBntZnyalakqapa) while acting as actual 

" We may conveniently read in Sanskrit p. 23 , jiy 20, 
11*1. etc. Cf. PramSU>avftrtika: era 

awT » Vjtu: i 
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object of consciousness will cause a gross form to 
appear in it. But if you assume that there is no 
external thing which may serve as a cause to conscious- 
ncss u ; [then] there is a fault of the subject of your 
thesis being contradicted in its own character. So also 
is your probandum (dharma - Mdhyadharma) unknown 
to us. M If you say that what has been recognised by the 
opponent as an accepted fact, can only be formulated as 
an appropriate example, then the same is also to be 
applied in respect of Probandum [you cannot prove 
by means of inference a thing which is impossible to 
prove]. 

However, .one whose mind is bent on supreme 
pramatta, says : By what reason the two reasons, source 
of dispute can be made valid, that reason is not to be 
found because of lack of example which is recognised 
both by us. Hence in what manner may the repre¬ 
sentation of the image in consciousness be established 
as valid reason ?'* 

41 Though atoms serve as causes,” etc. 
as accepted [by the advocates of atoms, that is, some of 
the early Buddhists and Jains]. The atom by itself 
cannot serve as the cause of the consciousness for the 
reason that it is not perceived and hence non-existent; 


'* VipUinarh SvHrhrBlantbanath is the thesis of the YijSKna- 
vftdin. This view has been much criticised by KumirUa and 
Udyotakara; (STlokavSrtika and N. VSrtika with flU and N. SOtra 

IV, 2, 26). . _^ > 

M Read in Sanskrit p 24, line 4: MfrpT: t 3*T 

qtfopraafasR l 


“ Read in Sanskrit: I 
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yet the body of atoms does so. However, they become 
objects mutually unconnected.** 

“ Like the senses 

Just as a sense-faculty, though it serves as a basis 
of the association of consciousness, never becomes its 
object; because it docs not bear the image of the sense- 
faculty ; so also atoms. What do not possess the image 
of consciousness are not considered to be its objects. 
Therefore it is said: 

[25] “ That is the object ” 

“ The form of its own ” means the image of 
consciousness itself. “ Consciousness grasps ” means 
it determines.* 7 

How is it known that consciousness grasps only the 
form of its own ? 

“ Because it arises in that form.” 

This refers to the mind, [the preceding moment of 
consciousness]. Consciousness arises in a form which 
resembles the mind. When there is a mutual correspon¬ 
dence or co-ordination (sarnpya) between the conscious¬ 
ness and the object-image, then we call it grasping 
of the object by consciousness." In fact, for you, there 
is no object grasped beyond consciousness. How could 
you, then, explain the causality of the object non¬ 
existent apart from consciousness for rising up of its 

14 According to Kfismlra Vaibhifikas and Bhadanta Vasu- 
bandhu atoms never get combined, (na sprsanti), see. Additional 
Notes below. 

” Read in Sanskrit: I I 

" Cf. Pramfioavir. v|tti, p. 230: STVn'fcsN I 
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consciousness ? Yet there is already in the preceding 
moment the object-image. When this object-image is 
brought home in the self of consciousness just like an 
image in the mirror, it is considered that the conscious¬ 
ness has grasped its object, [and also that the latter has 
produced the former]. The self of the double atom 
does not represent the image reflected upon conscious¬ 
ness. If it does so, then we may consider the atom 
also to be its object. 

• " Like the sense organ ” 

Though it serves as the cause, it becomes no object. 
If you accept that whichever is cause, is object, then the 
sense-faculty also could possibly become object. [It is 
also not possible to argue that mere causality is not crite¬ 
rion for its being object of consciousness, but a causa] cle¬ 
ment which is endowed with the image felt in conscious¬ 
ness is so ; because] it has already been stated that the 
reason, the possession of the image in consciousness 
suffers a fallacy of its being not established. Thus we 
have to concede that the mind, i.e. the preceding mo¬ 
ment of consciousness serves not merely as cause [of the 
following moment of consciousness], but it appears 
both as the sense-faculty as well the image of the object. 

If you establish as the cause what has been 
stated above, i.e., atoms 1 *; then, atoms being the cause, 
how does it follow that the same becomes object ? 
[If you say that the causality and objectivity are 
mutually concomitant and found invariably together] 
Read in Sanskrit p. 25, line 16 : ijft JTShtfilf] etc. 
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then, the sense-faculty being the cause, that also 
will become object. [Because the sense-faculty 
never becomes object of any consciousness] the said 
concomitance incurs [26] a fallacy of inconclusiveness. 
Such being your proposition, we establish " this: 

" Because atoms do not possess the form 

reflected in consciousness," etc. 

Why is this sentence ? It purports to establish our 
own proposition. One cannot consider one's proposition 
to be established by merely criticising other’s thesis. 
In order to formulate his own proposition, (ScSrya says 
thus:) thesis : atoms do not become objects of consci¬ 
ousness ; reason : because they do not manifest the form 
found in their consciousness; example: like a sense- 
faculty. 

If the above phrase indicates that this is the reason 
for this proposition, it would follow that the author of the 
Sastra having first set forth his opponent’s proposition, 
propounds his own one which goes in agreement with 
his opponent’s. And now the author, having paid his 
attention to the refutation of the opponent’s proposition, 
would exhibit many defects upon it and set it aside 
ultimately. [In arguing thus] the thesis which never 
varies that (i.e. reason) will be asserted. Other thesis 
which always varies [the reason] will be dissented. 

At the outset the opponent raises an objection 
(dVfatta) [to the above proposition] pointing out to its 
inconclusive reasoning. How false a syllogism you 

* Read in Sanskrit p. 26, line 1: 3UT 1 [Wf l] 
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have formulated! Even the ordinary folk says that 
the reason which is found separated from and 
never associated with the object to be proved 
(sadhya) is not at all a reason, but such reason gives 
rise to the doubt as to the existence of the object to be 
proved. Therefore you should formulate some other 
syllogism. Your reason “ The atoms do not possess 
the form reflected in consciousness " may sometimes 
exist in the atoms whose innate natures are undeter¬ 
mined. But the resolve is not correct that conscious¬ 
ness always arises in co-ordination with the image [of 
the object]. Therefore there is no room for your deter¬ 
mination that the atoms do not possess the form reflect¬ 
ed in consciousness. It ought to be stated on the other 
hand, that they are of indeterminate natures. However, 
this much is certain that what produces consciousness 
does not become its object just like the atom of sense- 
faculty. There are well-known other different causes 
which produce the visual consciousness; none of them 
makes known to us the innate natures of atoms, because 
consciousness never exhibits their forms. 

What has been stated in respect of the sensual 
consciousness may also be equally applied to the other 
types of consciousness. The sense-faculty given above 
as example is in fact stated with a view of particulari- 
sation (fradarsfanilrtham) and other example may also 
be obtained by way of implication (arthttpatti). Thus 
the statement of the above reason also becomes useless. 

[27] [The author replies:] The atom, though it func¬ 
tions as cause, becomes no actual object of consciousness, 
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and with this intention the above statement was made. 
It is so lest the sound and other atoms should cause 
to raise up the consciousness of other sense-organ. 
Someone says: In the self of consciousness the gross 
form is not perceived ; hence it is not object of itself n 
just like the atom of the sense-faculty. Because the 
theory that the image of consciousness is due to the bring¬ 
ing home of the real object-image upon consciousness 
is not reasonable, the saying that no gross-form is 
perceived as appertaining to consciousness is very ap¬ 
propriate.® 

Thus we have spoken that 

“ atoms are not objects of consciousness." 

The reason for this is that they do not possess the 
form [that is experienced in consciousness! and that the 
hypothesis that they are its objects is not well proved 
by any means of knowledge (J>ramntia ). 

If so, [the opponent says,] then, let the aggregate 
of atoms be its object. [That could not be possible.] 
If you, [says the author,] desire to prove your proposi¬ 
tion on the ground that all things spoken of (in the 
world) are established (as real); [then, I may reply 
that] your reason is not an established one; this 
will be a true logic. 

“ Though the aggregate possesses the image 
of consciousness ". 

" Cf. Pram&tjav. vpti, II. 211: ^ PfJWTWtW- 

" It is not clear what the author has replied in regard to the 
fallacy of reason that has been pointed out by the opponent. 


68 


XlambanapakIk$a 


And it may become object; yet it does not act as 
its cause. For, 

“ consciousness does not arise from the aggregate.” 
Aggregate-consciousness bears a form (similar to) 
the aggregate. But it docs not produce consciousness. 
How can this be the cause for it ? Since it has no 
characteristic of an object (plambanalakfapa), it could 
not (be proved to) exist. As regards the nature of what 
has been previously spoken of, m, atom, it lacks the 
form felt in consciousness. What is, then, char¬ 
acterised as object ? 

“ Every object which necessarily produces the 
consciousness possessed of the image similar 
to itself (».#., the object), is said to be its proper 
object ”. 

[28] In accordance with [the process of arising of] 
the object-consciousness, [we say that] what is a produc¬ 
tive cause of consciousness, that is only its object. Some¬ 
body says: Every object necessarily is the cause of 
the mind and mental elements. This object having 
produced [consciousness] is spoken of as if it was really 
grasped [by its consciousness] and then it was always 
designated as its actual object. What object possesses 
the two-fold characteristic ( i.e., causality and form) that 
becomes object. When there arises the fact of produc¬ 
tion, [the talk of it as] object (nlambana) also arises. 
It is said in the scripture : When this fact arises, (or 
exists), this (other) fact also arises. This formula re¬ 
fers to the theory of dependent causation. 
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Since what is the productive cause for that con¬ 
sciousness is a condition for production, we assume 
that this is a thing [to serve] as object. At the first 
sight of a thing only the thing-in-itself (svala&qapa) is 
perceived and nothing more; so we do not call the 
more (».«., generality) as object ( alambana). 

" The aggregate of atoms does not produce 
consciousness; because it is not an entity in 
substance M . 

The aggregate is not a real entity; because it 
cannot be described either as different from or as one 
with its constituents. Whichever is nonentity has pos¬ 
sibly no efficiency of producing any result. 

“ Like the double moon ”, 

The second moon does not cause to raise up the 
consciousness of the second moon [as it does not exist 
in substance]. If so, what is the cause of representing 
that image [in consciousness] ? 

“ Because of the defect of the senses 
When the eye has its sight disturbed by cataract 
and other diseases, then the appearance of the double 
moon appears and that, too, not as a real entity. 

[29] “ The double moon-cognition has not 
an object, though the image of the double moon 
is reflected in it 

The double moon does not become object of its con¬ 
sciousness though the latter is endowed with the image 
of the double moon; because this does not produce 
consciousness. 
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“Similarly the aggregate, as it does not 
exist in substance, does not act as cause for 
its consciousness 

Since it is not a real entity just like the double 
moon, it proves certain that the aggregate is not at all 
the cause. Hence 

" It does not become object.” 

Here again the word “ the double moon " is re¬ 
peated. The example of the double moon, it is to be 
understood, shows the reason, the possession of the 
image [by consciousness! to be an inconclusive one. The 
existence of an object for every consciousness can also be 
achieved through a common logic; hence your proposi¬ 
tion involves the defect of contradiction. [This argu¬ 
ment is not valid ; for] the visual consciousness arises 
through the eye (only), but neither through the aggre¬ 
gate such as a patch of blue, etc. nor through the atom ; 
since the consciousness is not produced by both of them 
just like the consciousness born of the senses other the 
eye. This example is acceptable to all. So nothing 
else is to be mentioned. 

The example, “ the double moon " does not exist 
in substance, hence that, having the nature of uncausal 
object, proves the same (».«. absence of the cause 
for the aggregate-consciousness). Though the double 
moon-consciousness is endowed with the image of the 
double moon, there is no real object [corresponding to 
it]. The expression also happens even in the absence 
of its causal object. 
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If you ask me : Well, there exists no second moon ; 
how does one directly perceive the two images of the 
moon ? Let me explain this. Because of some potent 
force (s'a&ii) laid down within consciousness, it appears 
as though it is the consciousness endowed with the 
image of the second moon. Just as a man, while asleep, 
dreams that he actually sees many objects, and also 
imagines in dream that he discharges so many false 
acts ; so also he imagines another moon upon the single 
moon. 

[30] Some philosophers n say: When the eye-consci¬ 
ousness happens to exist simultaneously [with its nlam- 
bana ] and since it has been criticised that both these 
under such circumstances, arise in order, i.e. one after the 
other, immediately after these two images, a mental 
thought arises murmuring:' I perceive the second moon.' 

Some others say: It is due to a mistake in num¬ 
ber ** [of the two instead of one] in the moon, that mis¬ 
take, too, happens out of the defect in the organ of the 
sight. If you do not admit the proposition of an external 
object, then the vision of gross form will be merely a 
perversive thought. 

[The author says: ] Mental consciousness does not 
arise immediately after the eye-consciousness and its 
nlambana coming into cxisiencc [as you previously 
stated], but it does so only simultaneously and depend¬ 
ing upon the images of these two. Then, [asks the op¬ 
ponent,] how does an understanding arise that 1 see the 

" See Pnunfc>avSrtika, II, 294 : I 

" See PrakaiaoapaBcikS, p. 38, verses 58-60. 
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double moon ? [The author replies: If you stick to your 
view,] tell me : why does not the cognition arise of the 
double sound at a time immediately after the sound- 
object and its consciousness being present ? It is also 
impossible to assume that the mental consciousness 
arises successively in the case of a man who possesses the 
organ of the eye in a sound condition. Tell me, on what 
basis, are accomplished many and different things : the 
material objects, senses, their consciousness and their 
cognizable varieties [without intervention of the mental 
consciousness] ? [So we must accept that there also arises 
simultaneously the mental consciousness by virtue of 
which we are able to congnize many and varied things.] 
One who says that I perceive the single moon as 
double and accepts that there is the external object 
apart from consciousness, how will that man also 
explain the mistake in number causing the delusion 
of the double moon to arise? [That is to say, he 
must also resort to the aid of mental consciousness to 
explain it satisfactorily.] 

“ As both atoms and their aggregates are de¬ 
fective in one or other respect, they are not real 
objects of consciousness.” 

The ulambana consists in two parts, vis. repre¬ 
sentation of its own image and causality for its con¬ 
sciousness. The atom lacks in the first part, i.e. its 
image is not represented in consciousness, and the 
aggregate is devoid of the second part, i.e., causality. 
Thus these two defects as have been discussed, point 
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out to the identity between the object and its con¬ 
sciousness. 

[31] “ Some AcSryas hold that the combined 
form of atoms (saticitnkara) is the cause of 
consciousness ", 

In each atom there exists the combined form. That 
alone is perceived as the gross form in proportion to 
the number of atoms. That combined form, too, is 
real and produces the consciousness of the form of its 
self ? because it exists in substance. 

" It becomes the actual object ” ; 

because it fulfils the said two conditions. This (com¬ 
bined form) is already an accomplished fact. Hence 
no question arises whether it is the same as the atom 
itself or not so. 

“ All things are possessed of many forms”. 

These atoms themselves are regarded as possessed 
of atomic form as well as combined form. How can a 
single element be described to possess two forms ? All 
things which arc collocations of material elements are 
considered to be of four great elements, earth, etc. as 
their essence, and have many forms. They are naturally 
possessed of distinct forces [each]. (For example,], 
the image of the blue and other colours existing in a 
substance-element and the same existing in a sense- 
organ are known to be quite different [from each other). 
In the atom, among many forms “ there also exists the 
combined form." 
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Only this form becomes object of the conscious¬ 
ness of the eye, etc. So it becomes 

“ the direct object of perception 
If so, why do you not say that cognition of atoms is 
possessed of combined form ? [You admit that] the atom 
is of combined form. Why do you not likewise admit 
that its cognition is also of the combined form ? Why 
do you only say: 

" There exists the combined form in the atom ” 

[32] This sentence, having the nature of a sentence 
formulated to that effect, shows as well that their cogni¬ 
tions are possessed of the combined form of atoms. If 
so, binary atom has the form of binary atom, how has 
it combined form? Only the aggregates of different 
atoms are admitted in this system of thought; and 
these aggregates themselves constitute the combined 
forms. It is for this reason that they are not [con¬ 
sidered to be] existent in substance. This point has 
already been mentioned; why is it repeated again ? 
With some other motive it is done so. [That motive is 
his :] Though the substance-elements are each different 
in their nature, yet it is to be understood that this 
combined form is related to their mere collocation. 
.When we analyse it, no more exists the combined form. 
Moreover, though all things are regarded only as the 
aggregates of atoms, still each thing has a relative differ¬ 
ence, and we may perceive it in each substance. However, 
the scriptural passage like “ What is material element, 
blue, (etc.), that is the earth element ( prthividhvtu ) ” 
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is to be interpreted as a sentence intended to demon¬ 
strate the Truth. . . .** 

If so, how is it that atoms are not perceived by 
senses ? and how arc they perceived only by the knowl¬ 
edge of Tathata, Suchness ? [The opponent continues:] 

“ The atomic form becomes no object of 
the [sensual] consciousness ". 

This does not become object of the sensual con¬ 
sciousness ; hence it is beyond the senses. The object 
which does not fall within the operation of senses, 
ought to be cognized only by the knowledge penetrating 
into Suchness. What is the argument for such an as¬ 
sumption? It is simply this: the atomic form never 
comes within the range of direct perception ; 

“ just like its solidity and other attributes." 

Blue and other colours 

“ though really existent in atoms, do not 
become objects of the visual and other con¬ 
sciousness." 

[33] Because the powers of senses are related to 
particular objects [only, not to all]. 

“ So also atomic form.” 

This is not contradicted, but consented to by both 
parties. The opponent objects : Let the atomic form ap¬ 
pear as perceptible and not solidity, because they,, 
both differ one from the other in nature. We reply: 
That property [of atoms] is accepted as probatts 

“ Since the exact Sanskrit equivalent of the Chinese expression,. 
chi chih is not ascertainable, the passage, tJWWftnit . . . 
is left untranslated. 
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•which is common to all ten bases formed by the materi¬ 
al elements; hence no fallacy of exclusion of reason 
from the sapahfadntvnta. Therefore this formulation 
{of syllogism] is in no way defective* 

“[Different] perceptions of pot, cup, etc., 
will be identical" 

for you who hold thus, (that is, the things are 
mere aggregates of atoms). For, consciousness does 
not differ as its object docs not differ; and the sensual 
consciousness assumes its form in accordance with the 
object lying ahead (or in front). The opponent asks: 
How do you know that there is no difference in the 
-object of consciousness ? The author answers. 

"There exists no distinction among the 
many atoms of pot, cup, etc." [though the 
number " many ” may vary in each case]. 

This sentence means this: Though the atoms in 
their combined forms become objects of our cognition, 
yet, while the self-nature of the pot, etc., being cogniz¬ 
ed, there exists even among the many aggregates of 
atoms, no such character that can distinguish one aggre¬ 
gate of atoms from the other". Because we do not admit 
[as real] the combined form distinct in each aggregate, 
apart from their own real [atomic] forms, the sensual 
consciousness that has arisen depending upon that form 
will be identical. It is thereby settled that only the 

** The proyoga may be like this: ai**T«TtT * • 3 *3' 

r Read in the Sanskrit text, p. 33, I. 13 above. 
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self-nature of atoms is object (a lambana). And in 
the undifferentiated form of atoms, there exists no ele¬ 
ment that causes to produce some discriminating and 
reinvestigating thought [regarding the differentiated 
gross form, such as pot, etc.]; for, such thought will be 
a separate one, just as a thought springing up from 
a blue patch, etc. [That being the case, the dis¬ 
criminating thought of gross form, pot, etc., will 
arise only when there is present the causal element. 
That causal element being absent, our idea of gross 
form is baseless.] 

** If [the opponent says that] the perception 
differs on account of differences in the forms 
[of the pot, etc.].” 

[34] Here " the form ” means the image that dis¬ 
tinguishes itself in each case. The pot and cup are 
distinguishable in their forms by virtue of their different 
parts, neck, belly and bottom, etc., and our cognitions 
differ on that account. 

The author replies: It is quite true, 

“ but the [different forms] do not exist in 
substance.” 

No atoms constituting the object cognized by the 
sensual consciousness, are varied [in their size]. Though 
the aggregates of atoms are true empirically, yet they, 
being closely analysed, do not fall within the cognizance 
of senses. [There remain as real only atoms, and never 
the aggregates.] The [real] objects of cognition (*'.«. 
atoms) which are identical in form, cannot, properly 
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speaking, become causes for different forms of cog¬ 
nitions. 

[The opponent asks:] How do you know that 
there exists no distinction in form among the atoms ? 

[The author replies:] 

" Because the atoms are absolutely identical 
in their dimension 

All objects are constituted of parts and these parts 
necessarily admit of distinction of forms. The proper 
nature of atoms, however, is devoid of any part and 
very subtle. Therefore how can we assign to it any 
distinction of form ? 

“ Though the pot, cup, etc., are (apparently) 
varied objects, there exists absolutely no dis¬ 
tinction in their atomic nature.” 

For, anything destitute of parts, neither increases 
nor decreases. 

[35] “ Wc therefore understand that there 
is no reality” 

in the aggregates of atoms. 

Everything composed of parts, has a form which 
is attributed to it, and not real of its own ; and as such 
it does not fall within the domain of senses. Thus the 
opinion has been above criticised after a careful study 
that the aggregates of atoms tend to show their different 
real forms. Therefore [different] cognitions of pot, cup, 
etc., are, in fact, destitute of real objects different [in 
form] just as the feelings of happiness and misery are. 
Thus [it is clear that] atoms do not distinguish objects. 
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Nor can the form [perceived by our senses] be pro¬ 
per nature of that object. 

Or 

14 If the distinction in parts is inferred (lit. 
spoken of) on account of the distinction in 
forms.” 

This sentence intends to show that the proposi¬ 
tion that nothing that is non-differentiated [in its 
nature] becomes object incurs a logical fallacy called 
siddhasttdhana, proving of what is already well-known. 
The opponents hold that the atom is in fact a thing 
which is not distinguishable in its nature, yet the 
different cognitions happen on account of differences 
in forms. We also admit that the atom is an undistin- 
guishablc object. Therefore this proposition incurs the 
fallacy of siddhasnd/uzna ". 

The sentence, 44 Because the atoms are absolutely 
identical in their dimension " shows the conclusion to 
be invalid that the difference in substances, (».«., com¬ 
ponent parts, atoms) causes difference in objects [com¬ 
posed of substances]. 

Or, it makes clear that the cognitions of the pot 
and cup, etc., do not bear the images of atoms ; hence 
the atoms are not their actual objects in as much as they 
are not objects of other cognitions; by 44 other cog¬ 
nitions ” is meant cither mental consciousness or one 
born of other senses; for, a condition of some blue patch 
being present, the cognition (born thereof) does not 

" This retort of the j iddkaMtldltanado ja is not convincing as it 
stands in the text of the Chinese version. 

11 
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bear the image of some yellow patch. Though the 
qualities of atoms are many, they cannot be different¬ 
iated one another in any way; but the sensual cogni¬ 
tions, however, are distinguishable one another in their 
forms; therefore the forms felt in the cognitions are not 
of the atoms. 5 * 

[36] Or, we may take that the following idea is in¬ 
tended in the verse: An objection that the atoms arc dis¬ 
tinguishable by themselves has been put forth and ans¬ 
wered in order. If the aggregates of atoms are regarded, 
as having forms other than that of atoms, then it is 
logically to be established that those forms of the aggre¬ 
gates are not real. There is also some other reasoning 
to be mentioned here thus : 

“ If those atoms are removed one by one, 
the perceptions of the pot, etc., do not arise." 

Things, that we speak of, like the pot, etc., are 
not real things just like senu, army and other aggre¬ 
gates, so they do not exist in substance. The following 
is another mode of reasoning : 

“ What objects are not found separated from 
what objects, that former objects are not differ¬ 
entiated from that [latter] objects. [Aggregates 
are not found separated from atoms, so the aggre¬ 
gates arc not to be differentiated from atoms]." 

The distinguished form [experienced in cognising 
the pot, etc.,] is other than the one [pertaining to atoms]; 

" Read in the Sanskrit text, p. 35,1. 17 : 
irot,, , etc. 
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because that cognition experiences the forms of the ob¬ 
jects like the pot, etc. This inference contradicts the 
real state of things. For example, when the sound- 
object is present, no cognition of a blue patch would 
arise in us. However, although it may be admitted 
that the aggregate is grasped and some other thing 
is experienced ; yet it is absolutely impossible to prove 
that there is distinction among the forms of atoms. 

"[It is the object] which exists internally 
[in knowledge itself] as a knowable aspect.” 

This line establishes what the actual object of 
consciousness is according to the author. If, in general 
analysis [of a cognition], there is no object [being re¬ 
garded as one separate from consciousness]; then it 
evolves lokavirodha, contradiction with the world—a de¬ 
fect for one’s own proposition. For, the scriptures state 
four conditions [for rising up a consciousness]. 

The word “ internally " shows that there is no ob¬ 
ject-cause apart from the inner consciousness. [37] The 
word "knowable aspect” shows that the thing in the form 
of object is consciousness-product (vijnVnaparitfama). 
Thus the idea of the external that exists in consciousness 
is grasped as an external object. Now the contradiction 
with the experience of world comes in; for, men of the 
world all accept the objects as externally existing. There¬ 
fore the author says " as if it exists externally." The 
real object, however, does not exist apart from con¬ 
sciousness. Its knowable aspect 

“ appears to us as if it exists externally." 
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The expression " I see the object externally ” is 
based upon wrong belief just as the visual consciousness 
of the hair-like thing in the sky, etc. 

“ Though the external things are denied.” 

The external thing does not exist in reality, because 
it is not experienced as such. If we examine it very care¬ 
fully with reasoning, we do not experience it externally 
and in its own invariable essence. Though the opponent 
may admit [a thing] characterised as external and ex¬ 
isting in substance, yet it cannot become the object- 
cause of consciousness. Nor is the form of atoms 
experienced; because the atoms possess no forms 
[experienced in our cognitions]. 

“ [That gruhyaiiis'a] which appears to us as 
though existent externally, serves as the actual 
object-cause.” 

Because [that alone] possesses the form of that ( i.e. r 
object). [To prove the above the following syllogism is 
formulated.] Whatever thing possesses whatever form, 
that thing is identical with that form ; for example, 
the causality is possessed of its own form, [*.«., the 
nature of being cause; that causality is not distinct 
from the nature of being cause]. 

Again the author shows some distinct character of 
the actual object (ulambana) when he says: 

44 Because consciousness is the essence of 
that [*'.«., object],” etc. 

[38] It is clear that the external thing which is an 
illusion, does not exist as an object. The form of an 
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object follows only in comformity with our mental 
imagination ; and it is not real; for, if that which is 
imagined is separated from consciousness; there is 
nothing left in the external. 

“ The forms of the experienced objects do 
not originally exist apart from consciousness." 
Hence it is called “ the knowable in its essence 
existing internally The word “ internally ” indicates 
that the knowable does not exist beyond consciousness. 
The knowable, [externally] non-existent by its nature is 
regarded as existent internally. 

“ It also arises from that." 

A part of consciousness may arise, sometime from 
itself, because the seventy-fifth element (i.e. conscious¬ 
ness) has a special character. Since no consciousness 
arises in separation from its object (jitcya), that part 
[of consciousness] (i.e. the knowable aspect) is produced 
by consciousness itself, and we need not admit a fifth 
cause for it. 

“ Because (consciousness) is endowed with 
two parts (i.e. image and cause)." 

It is clear that it is the actual object and to be 
shown as a proof [for our proposition] because of its 
being decisive argument >l (i.e. its double nature). This 
object of double characteristic alone is considered to be 
probans (sadluzna). What is the external thing other 
than [this object], that is not to be regarded as condi¬ 
tion-cause for consciousness; [for example] things 
*• Omit the word in the Sanskrit text, p. 38.1. 11. 
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■experienced in dream-thought [cannot at all serve as its 
causes]. n What is said to be of a double character, 
becomes a single proof ( ekam sildhanam) ; thus only 
consciousness (*'.«. its knowable aspect) is endowed with 
the image of object, and also gives rise to another 
consciousness. Therefore a part of consciousness be¬ 
comes a single proof ( ekam pranmnam) on account of 
its discharging these two functions. 

Now, though 

what exists internally in consciousness is 
admitted [as condition-cause]; 

[39] since it has been examined that the external 
things are of unreal character, there can be no other real 
character thereof. The object is experienced only in 
pursuance of our mental habitual imagination. But 
the image of object is immanent in consciousness itself, 
and that alone will be logically correct. [The oppo¬ 
nent asks:] 

“ How can a part of consciousness and 
appearing simultaneously be a condition [to 
consciousness itself]?” 

[Author replies:] The knowable aspect (grTlJt - 
yams?a), as it does not exist without consciousness, 
gives rise to another consciousness. 

[The opponent continues:] Now, [you have] a 
fallacy called self-affecting ( svarupavtrodha ”); since 

* Here prayega may be thus: WTflrBWK. I I 

w wjwt. h aft. atrrwtq t amr sskwmSct: i 

a ftanWbnta: i 
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it is yet only a part of consciousness just like its part 
that grasps. [When it becomes as being grasped,] it 
cannot at the same time serve as a cause. [We always 
experience that] consciousness arises as being dis¬ 
coloured by the forms of the external things. The 
image-part of consciousness springs up simultaneously 
with consciousness; it cannot act as cause for the 
latter; because no two things simultaneously arising 
act mutually as cause and effect; for example, a pair 
of horns of a cow. Moreover, we do not say that an 
object is co-existent with its self which is no other than 
that object. For, the term 1 co-existence ' denotes some 
connection between two distinct objects. But you do 
not admit that there is an object distinct from con¬ 
sciousness. Therefore how can you call such an object 
co-existent ? 

[The author replies:] It is true. But, as different 
images [in consciousness] are [experienced], we describe 
them [as if they are] distinct [from consciousness]. 
We assume that consciousness is possessed of distinc¬ 
tions [in itself] for the reason that there exists the 
divergence between the perceptible part and image-part 
[of consciousness]. 

[The opponent continues:] If it is so; then, the 
nature of being condition-cause (praiyayalva) will [as 
you assume] constitute what is grasped (grthya).* No 
object of assumed character could be regarded as 
possessing the self-substance. Now such an object 

" See Pfirthasfirathimis'ni, fflokavSrtikavyftkhya, p. 309; 
tRUftiK UISJWJ. I (V. Additional Notes, last page.) 
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becomes something other than the condition-cause 
indeed. 

[The author answers:] This is not contradictory 
[to our experience]. [The preceding moment of] con¬ 
sciousness, as it has been grasped as a distinct object, 
is accepted as a condition-cause just like its disappear¬ 
ance of immediate preceding moment ( samanantara - 
nirodha) a condition-cause. The moment a consciousness 
of homogeneous character (sabhBga) disappears, the 
same consciousness is regarded as cause into four ways." 


. " Four causes are: hetu, tilambana, samanantara and 

sidhipati. 
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RgYA. GAR. SKAD. DU I X. LAM. BA. NA. PA. RI. K$X H 
Bod. SKAD. DU I dmigs. pa. BRTAG. PA II 


SaAs. rgyas. daft, byaA. chub. sems. dpah. thams. 
cad. la. phyag. htshal. lo II 

1. DbaA. polji. rnam. par. rig. pahi. rgyu I 
phra. rab. rdul. dag. yin. mod. kyi • 
der. mi. snaA. phyir. dehi. yul. ni I 
rdul. phran. ma. yin. dbaA. po. bzhin I 

2. gafi. ltar. snaA. de. de. las. min I 
rdzas. su. med. phyir. zla. gflis. bzhin I 
dc. ltar. phyi. rol. gfii. gar. yaA I 

bio. yi. yul. du. mi. run. Ao II 

3. kha. cig. hdus. pahi. rnam. pa. dag I 
sgrub. pa. yin. par. hdod. par. bycd I 
rdul. phran. mam. pa. mam. rig. gi I 
don. min. sra. Aid. la. sogs. bzhin II 

4. de. dag. ltar. na. bum. pa. daA I 

kham. phor. sogs. bio. mtshuAs. par. hgyur I 
gal. te. mam. pahi. dbye. bas. dbye I 
de. ni. rdul. phran. rdzas. yod. la II 
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5. med. de. tshad. dbye. med. phyir. ro I 
de. phyir. de. rdzas. med. la. yod I 
rdul. phran. yoAs. su. bsal. na. ni I 
der. snail, s'es. pa. flams, hgyur. phyir II 

6. naA. gi. s'es. byahi. Ao. bo. ni I 
phyi. rol. ltar. snaA. gaA. yin. te I 
don. yin. mam. ^es. Ao. bohi. phyir I 
dehi. rkyen. Aid. kyaA. yin. phyir. ro II 

7. geig. chahaA. mi. hkhrul. phyir. na. rkyen I 
nus. pa. hjog. phyir. rim. gyis. yin 

lhan. cig. byed. dbaA. nus. pa. yi I 
Ao. bo. gaA. yin. dbaA. pohaA. yin II 

8. de. yaA. rnam. rig. la. mi. hgal I 
de. ltar. yul. gyi. Ao. bo. daA I 

nus. pa, phan. tshun. rgyu. can. daA I 
thog. ma. med. dus. hjug. yin B 

Dmigs. pa. brtag. pa. rab. tu. byed. pa. slob. dpon. 
phyogs. kyi. glah. pos. mdzad. pa. rdzogs. so H 


TIBETAN VERSION OF THE &LAMBANA- 
PARlK$AVRTTI 


RGYA. GAR. SKAD. DU I K. LAM. HA. NA. PA. 

RI. KS'A. BRTTlH 

Bod. SKAD. DU I DMIGS. PA. BRTAG. PA0I. KGKEL. PA II 


Sans, rgyas. dart, byart. chub. scms. dpah. thams. 
cad. la. phyag. htshal. lo II 

Gart. dag. mig. la. sogs. pahi. rnam. par. s'es. pahi. 
dmigs. pa. phyi. rol. gyi. don. yin. par. hdod. pa. 
de. dag. ni. dehi. rgyu. yin. pahi. phyir. rdul. phra. rab. 
dag. yin. pa. ham. dcr. snart. bahi. s'es. pa. skyc. bahi. 
phyir. de. hdus. pa. yin. par. rtog. grart. nal de. la. 
re. zhig. 

dbait. polyi. rnam. par. rig. pabi. rgyu I 
phra. rab. rdul. dag. yin. mod. kyi I 
der. mi. snah. phyir. dehi. yul. ni I 
rdul. phrati. ma. yin. dbait. po. bzhin II 1II 

yul. zhes. bya. ba. ni. s'es. pas. rart. gi. rto. bo. rtcs. 
par. hdzin. pa. yin. tel dehi. rnam. par. skyc. bahi. 
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phyir. roll rdul- pbra. mo. dag. ni. dehi. rgyu. Hid. yin. 
du. zin. kyaA. de. lta. ma. yin. te. dbaA. po. bzhin. no II 
de. ltar. na. re. zhig. rdul. phra. mo. dag. dmigs. pa. 
ma. yin. no II 

fcdus. pa. ni. der. snaA. ba. Aid. yin. du. zin. kyaA l 
gah. ltar. snah. de. de. las. min I 
don. gaA. zhig. raA, snaA, bahi. mam. par. rig. pa. 
skycd. pa. de. ni. dmigs. pa. yin. par. rigs, te I ijdi. ltar. 
de. ni. skye. bahi. rkyen. Bid. du. bs'ad. pas. so II hdus. 
pa. ni. de. lta. yaA. ma. yin. te I 

rdzas. su. med. phyir. zla. ghis. bzhin I 
dbaA. po. ma. tshaA. bahi. phyir, zla. ba. gBis. 
mthoA. ba. ni. der. snaA. ba. Bid. yin. du. zin. kyaA. 
dehi. yul. ma. yin. no II de. bzhin. du. rdzas. su. yod. pa. 
ma. yin, pa. Bid. kyis. rgyu. ma. yin. pahi. phyir. hdus. 
pa. dmigs. pa. ma. yin. no II 

de. liar. phyt. rol. ghi. gar. yah I 
bio. yi. yul. du. mi. run. ho II 2 H 
yan. lag. gcid. ma. tshaA. bahi. phyir I phyi. rol. 
gyi. rdul. phra. mo. daA. tshogs. pa. zhes, bya. bahi don. 
ni. dmigs. pa. ma. yin. no II 
hdi. la. ni. 

kha. cig. hdus. pahi. rnatn. pa. dag I 
sgruh. pa. yin. par. hdod. par. byed I 
don. thams. cad. ni. rnam- pa. du. ma. can. yin. 
pas. de. la. mam. pa. hgah. zhig. gis. mAon. sum. du. 
Ijdod. do II rdul. phra. rab. mams. la. yaA. hdus. par. 
snaA. bahi. s'es. pa. bskyed. pahi. rgyuhi. dAos. po. 
yod. do II 
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rdul. phran. mam. pa. rnatn. rig. gi I 
don. min. sra. hid. la. nogs, bzhtn II 3 II 

ji. ltar. sra. ba. Rid. la. sogs. pa. ni. yod. bzhin. du. 
yart. mig. gi. blohi. yul. ma. yin. pa. ltar. rdul. phra. 
mo. Rid. kyart. hdraho II 

de. dag. ltar. na. bum. pa. dan I 

kham. phor. sogs. bio. mtshuhs. par. hgyur I 

bum. pa. dart. kham. phor. la. sogs. pahi. rdul. 
phra. mo. mams. la. ni. mart. du. zin. kyart. khyad. par. 
hgah. yart. med. do II 

gal. te. mam. pahi. dbye. bas. dbye I 

gal. te. hdi. sham. du. mgrin. pa. la. sogs. pahi. 
mam. pahi. khyad. par. las. gart. gis. na. blohi. khyad. 
par. du. hgyur. bahi. khyad. par. yod. do. sRam. du. 
sems. na. khyad. par. hdi. ni. bum. pa. la. sogs. pa. la. 
yod. kyi I 

de. ni. rdul. phran. rdsas. yod. la II 4 II 
med. de. tshad. dbye. med. phyir. ro I 

rdul. phra. rab. rnams. ni. rdzas. gzhan. yin. du. 
zin. kyart. zlum. po. la. ni. med. do II 

de. phyir. de. rdzas. med. la. yod I 

rnam. pahi. dbye. ba. ni. kun. rdzob. tu. yod. pa. 
dag. kho. na. la. yod. kyi. rdul. phra. mo. rnams. la. 
ma. yin. no II bum. pa. la. sogs. pa. ni. kun. rdzob. tu. 
yod. pa. Rid. de I 

rdul. phran. yoils. su. bsal. na. ni I 

dcr. snah. s'es. pa. hams, hgyur. phyir •• 5 ■ 
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rdzas. su. yod. pa. mams. la. ni. hbrel. pa. can. 
bsal. du. zin. kyaft. kha. dog. la. sogs. pa. bhzin. du. raft, 
gi. bio. hdod. pa. med. do II de. Ita. bas. na. dban. pohi. 
bio. rnams. kyi. yul. ni. phyi. rol. na. ma. yin. par. 
hthad. do II 

nail. gi. sfes. byahi. iio. bo. ni I 
phyi. rol. liar, snati. gait. yin. te I 
don. yin 

phyi. rol. gyi. don. med. bzhin. du. iphyi. rol. Ita 
bur. snaft. ba. naft. na. yod. pa. kho. na. dmigs. pahi, 
rkyen. yin. no II 

main. ffes. ito. bohi. phyir I 
dehi. rkyen. nid. Ityati. yin. phyir. ro II 6 II 

naft. gi. rnam. par. s'es. pa. ni. don. du. snaft. ba. 
daft I de. las. skyes. pa. yin. pas I chos. Rid. gfiis. daft, 
ldan. pahi. phyir. naft. na. yod. pa. kho. na. dmigs. 
pahi. rkyen. yin. no II 

re. zhig. dc. ltar. snaft. ba. Bid. yin. la. reg. na I 
dehi. phyogs. gcig. po. lhan. cig. skyes. pa. go. ji. ltar. 
rkyen. yin. zhe. na I 

gcig. chahaii. mi. hkhrul. phyir. na. rkyen I 

lhan. cig. par. gyur. du. zin. kyaft. hkhrul. ba. med. 
pahi. phyir. gzhan. las. skyes. pahi. rkyen. du. hgyur.. 
te I hdi. ltar. gtan. tshigs. pa. dag. ni. yod. pa. daft, 
med. pa. dag. gi. de. dan. ldan. pa. Rid. ni. rgyu. daft, 
hbras. bu. rgyu. daft. ldan. pahi. rim. gis. skye. ba. 
dag. gi. yaft. mtshan. nid. yin. par. smraho H 
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yart. na. 

tws. pa. /yog. phyir. rim. gyis. yin I 
rim. gyis. kyart. yin. tc I don. du. snart. ha. dc. ni. rart. 
dart, mthun. pahi. hbras. bu. skyed. par. bycd. pahi. 
nus. pa. rnam. par. s'es. palji. rtcn. can. byed. pas. mi. 
hgal. lo II 

gal. te. ho. na. naii. gi. gzugs. kho. na. dmigs. pahi. 
rkycn. yin. na I ji. ltar. dc. dart. mig. la. brten. nas. mig. 
gi. rnam. par. s'es. pa. skye. zhe. na I 

than. cig. byed. dbah nus. pa. yi I 
rto. bo. gait. yin. dbah. Pohan. yin II 7 ■ 
dbart. po. ni. rart. gi. hbras. bu. las. nus. pahi. rto. bo. 
fiid. du. rjes. su. dpag. gi. hbyuii. ba. las. gyur. pa. fiid. 
du. ni. ma. yin. no H 

dc. yah. rnam. rig. la. mi. l;gal I 
nus. pa. ni. rnam. par. s'es. pa. la. yod. kyart. rurt I bstan. 
tu. med. pahi. rart. gi. rto. bo. la. yod. kyart. rurt. ste. 
hbras. bu. bskyed. pa. la. khyad. par. mcd. do II 

dc. ltar. ynl. gyi. ho. bo. dah I 
nus. pa. phan. tshun. rgyu. can. dah I 
thog. ma. wed. dus. fyjug. yin II 8 II 

mig. ccs. bya. bahi. nus. pa. dan I nart. gi. gzugs. la. 
brten. nas. rnam. par. s'es. pa. don. du. snart. ba. dmigs. 
kyis. ma. phye. ba. skyeho I hdi. gHis. kyart. phnn. tshun. 
gyi. rgyu. can. dan I thog. ma. mcd. pahi. dus. pa yin. 
te I res. hgah. ni. nus. pa. yorts. su. smin. pa. las. rnam. 
par. s'es. pa. ni. yul. gyi. rnam. pa. fiid. du. hbyurt. la. 
res. hgah. ni. dehi. rnam. pa. la. nus. paholl rnam. par. 
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s'es. pa. dart. de. gRis. gzhan. Aid. dart I gzhan. ma. yin. 
pa. Rid. du. ci. dgar. brjod. par. byaho II 

de. ltar. na. nart. gi. dmigs. pa. ni. chos. Rid. gRis. 
dart. ldan. pahi. phyir. yul. Rid. du. hthod. do II 

Dmigs. pa. brtag. pahi. hgrel. pa. slob. dpon. phyogs. 
kyi. glaii pos. mdzad. pa. rdzogs. so II 


ADDITIONAL NOTES 


Page 3, line 1. W?WIH Trims'ikfibhSsyn cd. S. Levi, 

p. 21. fcw am***] (=3ffww)il l Mad. vjtti ed. L. V. Poussin 
p. 364, 7. Alambaua stands for JUambcnapratyaya —So explain 
the Chineso translators, Paramgrthn and Hiunn Tsang. It may also 
be clear from Dharmap&la’s comment, pp. 21-22 above. Alambana- 
pratya is explained by Candraklrti: WJOTpft 
3Nt^l ft ttW 3n550Ry«t|: I Mad. vttti, p. 77, 2. (Cf. S'Rlistamba 
Sutra : qgRjpm . . . «Rlfa I Ibid. pp. 567, 9.) WTBPHW- 

JtafOTRR. I uqrnlJunRWH «|W«NW: wfwf: I Madhya- 

makuvntSra (Sanskrit text) pp. 12, 2. Another interpretation is 
also given by him : ?sgwtc»tR4ci: ^J?t 3c9n*?pn awiwwfe- 

Jjg WdWMWW: I Ibid. p. 12, 7. According 

to this interpretation nlambana is an element (dharma ) by support 
of which a consciousness arises, that is to say, a supporting element 
in the process of cognition is alambana. S. Yamaguchi and 
H. Meyer, on the authority of the Abhidharmakos'a of Vosubandhu 
(chaps. I and II, p. 307, II. 5-6) and of the Triihtfktbhlfya of 
Sthiramati, p. 21 (ftftffi 3 *- (- fo<W) ftWt jft^aitirSBWHiawr- 
translate everywhere the term alambaua as *' perceivable 
object". And Yarfomitra’s comment makes the point clearer: 
ftgrcw »^r«npt ^ aett a?ra«R wfcl t pp- 1,18,17. 

P. 3,1. 1. ^ejtlf^o Dharmaplla comments that the five-fold 
consciousness is meant here. Hiuan Tsang follows him. But, 
according to Paramltrtha six-fold consciousness is meant there with 
addition of manovijliana, Vinltadcva is said to agree with Para* 
martha here. 

U 
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P. 3, I. 2. Omit in the Sanskrit text the word “ ” after 

P. 3, II. 1—3. Vasubandhu in hi* ViAsrikl and its bh5$ya, speaks 
of three different opinions on the external things: (1) The first 
opinion i* that the object of our cognition is one (fi*«), i*- one whole 
(avayavin) \ (2) the second one is that it is many, i.c. atoms, and (3) 
the third view is : it is the collocation of atoms (sartg/i3fa). The 
first opinion is hold by Vais'efikas. The holders of other two views 
are not named there (see Appendix A, p. 105 below). According to 
the commentary of Vinltadeva on the Virhs'akaprakaratja as recorded 
by the French translators, the second opinion, that is referred to by 
DirtnBga as the first, is that the numerous atoms exist allowing 
amongst themselves some intermediate space^rdul. phra. rab. 
phrag. can. dc. gnas. du. ma. The third one that is referred to by D. 
as the second, affirms that the atoms exist without any intermediate 
space amongst themselves rdul. phra. rab. dt. dag. bar. med.par. 
gnas ; that is to say, these atoms which have reciprocal support are 
united—pAcm. Ihsuu. bllos. pa. daft. beat. pahi. rdul. phra. rab. 
dc. dag. Hid. tyius. pa (French trans., p. 48, n. 3). 

Again Vasubandhu in his Kosfa, says that it is the KS^mlra 
Vaibh&sikas who hold that the atoms exist with some interspace and 
in close vicinity, 1«W:) but do not get combined, and that 

Bhadanta (Vasubandhu) asserts that the atoms exist without any 
interspace, and due to this, they are called “ combined ” (nirantaralve 
lu spftta tathflU). Compare TattvasarVgraha with PaKjikfi, p. 197 : 
ftgrwrara»?l>nfr flfcw: i ti\ rfvn n . . . . 

I Sec again on p. 552 : 

Bhadanta-S'ubhagupta’s view : OTIrftgwf 

i But there is no real combination of atoms 
{sparvo na asti). See Abh. Kos'a, Tib. text, pp. 82-3). Both these 
schools seem to hold that the atoms are direct objects of our cog¬ 
nition. Therefore DifinSga might have included both these opinions 
in the first of the two. He might have meant by the theory 
of saugkata the Vais'cfikas' opinion. This may be clear from 
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Vinltadeva’s comment p. 47 above. It may also be pointed out here 
that Kamalas'lla has recorded three views on the atomic theory 
(see his PaKjikfi, p. 556,8, and my paper " S'ankara on Buddhist Idea¬ 
lism,” published in the Journal of S. V. Oriental Institute, Vol. I, 
part 2, p. 82.) Jainas are also credited with the opinion that the atoms 
are direct objects of our perception. (Sec note 6 on p. 4 abovtd. 

P. 3, I. 4. A long note has been put on the word “ vijHapti ” by 
S. Yamaguchi and H. Meyer. 

P. 3,1. 8. According to the Chinese translations, we may read in 
Sanskrit : etc. 

P. 4, 1. 1. We may read in the Sanskrit tfll |f?l 

WRl. (by ad. pas. so) for *)«:«... l According to Vinltadeva 
pratyaya is meant nimittapratyaya, see French trans. p. 52,1. 7. 

Ibid., and p. 43, 2. Dharmapfila also here refers to th tXgama, 
fife rt etc. 

P. 4, 1. 9. l Dharmapfila does not give any indication 
as to who were the advocates of this opinion. Vinltadeva Bays that 
this is the opinion of Vttgbhaja and others—which is not confirmed 
in Toranatha's Geschichtc des Buddhismut (pp. 311-313). Kouechi, 
the commentator on the Siddhi of Hiuan Tsaug presents this third 
thesis as that of SaAghabhadra, (see La Siddhi, p. 45, and Fren. 
Trans, p. 52. n. 11). I have already pointed out that Bhadanta 
S'ubhagupta might be a representative of this view in later period (see 
note 4, on p. 4 above). The earlier Buddhists, Sarvfistivldins may 
also be said to have hold this opinion. Cf. Tattvasadgraha, p. 197: 

fas*!: t . .. a*ir 

I cp. Ibid., p. 552, STabhagupta’s view: 

aweforwt Rpmt fwft i 

Observe Vinltadeva's comment below: ftfe-lTOR: “I 

P.4,1.9, aw — sgrub pa. Hiuan Tsang translates it as 
pratyaya. But Paramirtha explains thus: WH: 8f«di: 9?7gfllN^rfi|l 
see p. 13 above. Vinltadeva comments thus: hdus. pahi. mam. 
pa. mam. par. yes. pafyi. rgyu Hid. hgyur. ro : the state of 


98 Xlambanapari'k$X 

combination become* as the cause of the consciousness. (See Fren. 
Trans, p. 52, n. 12). 

P. 4,1. 9. Vinltadeva says that the state of combination is 
here the gross form, sancitilhclra — sthWOkBra. See La Slddhi, 
p. 45. (Fren. trans., p. 53, n. 13). 

P. 4,1. 12 ver. 3 a-b. According to Vinltadeva this is the 
statement of the opponent. DharmapSla also seems to have 
meant the same. So we may supply before this the following: 

*f wreN: I RNl, ?*n<T l See Dharmap&la's 

comment here. But Paramfirtha and Hiuan Tsang interpret that 
this is the refutation of the above view by the author. 

P. 5,1. 3 ver. 4 c-d. Hiuan Tsang introduces this line thus: 

P. 5,1. 6. Note Param&rtha and Hiuan Tsang have mud) 
simplified this sentence. See p. 14 above. 

P. 5,1. 15. See Param&rtha and Hiuan Tsang for clearer 
interpretation of the passage. 

Ver. 5 c-d. cp. Ny&ya SQtra, IV, 2, 25: ggar HUFft 

P.5,1.17. According to Vinltadeva, the nature which is 
capable of being perceived is the characteristic of the object, that is 
to say, the knowable aspect igrahyabhliga). (Fren. Trans.) See 
DharmapOla's comment: finr4 T Tf«7fn : fawwdstrf 

>wfil tffc JWPifa I s<* p. 36. 

P. 6,1. 1. Here Paramartha’s version agrees with Dharma- 
pula's comment. 

Ver 7 a-b: quoted by PSrthas&rathi Mis’ra in him comment 
on S'lokav&rtika, pp. 311, 312: 

P. 6,1. 8. There are 4 pratyayas, (l) hetu, (2) samantara, 
(3) Blambana, (4) adhipati. Abhidh-kos'avyakhya, p. 18,22. These 
are well explained in the Madhyamakavrtti, p. 77. 

P. 6,1. 9- The following is the Tibetan text: Yod. pa. daA. 
med. Pa. dag. gi. de. dag. Idan. pa. Hid. mi. rgyu. dat\. hbras bu. 
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rgyu. dat\. Idan. pafyi. rim. gyis. siye. ba. dag. gi. yail. mlshatt. tlid. 
yin. pa., lit.: ft <W°I SWTWfhft I 

Both Param&rtha apd Hiuan Teang are not very helpful in inter¬ 
preting this quotation. 

P. 6,1. 13. This is a quotation from a SOtra. See eg. S'aQis- 

tamba Sutra: : ajftw W ^.Madhya. 

vftti, p. 567, 8 and p. 6, with notes thereon by Prof. Poussin. 

P. 7,1. 1. This view is much criticised by Candraklrti. See 
his Madh. Avat&ra, my restored Sanskrit text with Bhlflra, VI, 
62 ff. and 57-9. 

P. 7,1. 4. According to DidnSga, the nature of the organ 
is inexplicable. So he seems to have anticipated all criticisms 
levelled by Candraklrti against his view that the sense-organs are 
some forces (rakti). 

P. 7.1. 7. Cp. S'lokavartika, S'Unyavftda, ver. 17: «n?Ntoar 

3* f Www frnf H i 1 

P. 7, I. 9. “ The consciousness which appears as though it 
is the external object, but it arises undifferentiated" is explained 
in the commentary of Vinltadeva thus: nut. ncs. ptihi. don. gyi. 
rnam. pa. can. gyi, mam. par. s-cs. pa—consciousness possessing 
the characteristics of the object not differentiated. That is, accord¬ 
ing to the doctrine of those who affirm the external object, the 
consciousness arises depending upon the object substantially dif¬ 
ferentiated. But the school of VijHaptimatratS does not accept 
the object substantially differentiated. 

Vinltadeva, after having given another explanation on the 
bahyBrlhajlUtua, says: 

" Other [school! asserts: It is the consciousness which appears 
as an inexpressible object. Vinltddeva refutes this assertion in 
these terms: “ But, in this case, there is every necessity to say 
" inexpressible For, all the proper characteristics are inexpressible. 
Therefore, if the perception which appears as these proper charac¬ 
teristics, arises, what arises in reality ? (sic). If one says : ** one could 
not assert that the perception arises in possessing the characteristic 



100 


ALAMBANAPARIK^X 


of the object", then, is it that which is not expressible, because there 
is nothing, or because it is there justly the proper characteristic ? In 
all cases, if it is so (l) because there is nothing, thiB not logic, for 
one could express the very non-existence. For example, one could 
express the horns of a rabbit, etc. If it is so (2) because it is justly 
the proper characteristic, we have just refuted this [proposition, in 
saying: all the proper characteristics are inexpressible]. 

What Paramfirtlia translates on this subject by : louati cite pu 
ko yen chi hsiahg (■ IJHfftSMHflifWtQH) > s justly this last 
doctrine which Vinltadeva has just refuted." (Fren. trans.) Partha- 
sarathi Mis'ra has ably presented the standpoint of the VijSanavftdins 
that the object, blue, etc. is not different from its consciousness, see 
his comment on S'lokavfirtika, p. 274. 

P. 7, 1. II, and p. 54. I. 12. After “ different" and “non 
different" ParamBrtha adds " inexpressible " Pu ko chouo, ana- 
bhilupya, (or anirvacya). One could not find this word either 
in the Tibetan text or in the text of Hiuan Tsang. But, if one 
takes account of the phrase of Vinltadeva one could explain 
why “ inexpressible" finds its way in the text of Paramlrtha. 
Vinltadeva in his commentary, says: (gal. tc. dtioa. kyi. tshul. 
ilpyad. na. mi. dehi. Ishe. ttus. pa. mains, gnas. skabs. kyi. khyad. 
par. gyi. bdag. Hid. yin. pas. kitn. rdzob. In. yod. pa hi. phyir. 
mam. par. res. pa, las. gzhan. Hid. dam. gthan. ma. yin. pa. tlid. 
du. brjod. par. bya. ba. ma. yin. no.) " If one examines tran- 
scendently ( paratnilrthena ) the proper nature [of dominant forces], 
they are then inexpressible whether they are or not of a nature differ¬ 
ent from consciousness. For, being the proper nature of a character¬ 
istic of a stage of forces (rakl i), they exist but conventionally” 
(pakttnSm avasIhSvis-efBtmakatvcna samvflisallvBt). This ex¬ 
planation signifies: things being not capable of existing in proper 
nature, one could not give them any designations “ different" or 
“ non different ”, but one could simply call them " different" 
or “non different" when'* they are considered as conventional 
things.” 
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This is justly the principal doctrine of NSgitrjuna; for, in the 
opinion of Param&rtha, one finds always the trace of the ideas of 
NffgSrjuna rather than in that of Hiuan Tsang. Thus the thesis 
of a conception “ inexpressible " will not be accidental, but rather 
fundamental. (Fren. traits.) 

French translators have taken the Tibetan word. " gnat skabs '• 
to be 44 avjkitva " and therefore rendered 44 lieu determine." But 
the exact Sanskrit equivalent will be here “ avast hit ”= “ stage " 
or “ condition." 

P. 39, I. 13. asn<»c<Sn cf. PfirthasSrathi MiVra's 

comment on Slokavar. p. 309 : I 

P. 42,1. 2. 44 Consciousness grasps the form of its own cf. 
Ibid., p. 325 : 'thrifts * l I 

P. 50. n. 37, horns of the right and left of the ox, etc. cp. 

ibid., p. 310 . i 

P. 50, n. 40. Cf. Ibid., p. 310. ver. 153. aSPRlftSTCl* I 

P. 54, I. 6. Undifferentiated from the perceivable object, cf. 
Ibid., p. 325: WRpmftg «! fwtq. I 1. 12. Ibid., p. 342 ver. 255. 

PP. 56-57 (pp. 22-23). Compare the crittcism of the sixth 
sense, matias as accepted by Earlier Buddhists and Naiyftyikas, 
etc. with the verse: 

*i 3*rft «r i 

tfftbnyrmavirfatiw w it 

Cited from Dinniiga by Vucaspati Mis'rn in his NySyavir- 
tfltparynjikfi, p. 97. 

It is to be understood that the Vijfifinavudins deny only the 
material character of the matias as accepted by Realists, but do 
not deny it as such. Note Yai/omitra's Comm.: 3 

ftgRfllRlfTOTScqfel *HW!3: I (A bit. Ko.ravyd. p 40, I. 24). As to 
the opinion of the Earlier Buddhists, the same authority remarks: 
ftnmffar ftpueg wlftfTiwraRTwi i fro 

Tfcjfar i wrr-w'ireft ft i ^ *t» i 

i (ibid.). 
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According to the Vaibhi^ika-SautrSntikas, manas is defined 
by Vasubhandhu as below : 

fagr* flfe a**?'!: I 
wrwifewtf qRRtszn^T wai: ti 

Abb. Kos'a, I, 17. 

£fintarak$ita also explains it in the same manner : 

3 I 

ft it 

Tattvas. p. 209, ver. 631. 

Speaking of the manat, Prof. Th. Stchcrbatsky writes: 
YogRcgra-SautrUntikas do not admit manat as 6th organ. 
The Older Hinayanists reckon 6 organs of senses, 5 outer senses 
And one inner sense. The Realists, Naiyiyikas, MimSmsakas and 
S&Akhyas diaracterise mind as a 6th organ. The Mldhyamikas 
and Vedantins also do the same. (Buddh. Logic. II, p. 318, n. 9). 

P. 57, L 15 and p. 22, I. 1. (cl*hi)*Kc*r<l) Cf. Vasubandhu’s 
Vims'iklbhSijyA, ed. S. Levi, p. 11. anlflWIIil I «R *pti 01 *W1 
*iW for* i 33»faf: ii 

P. 58, n. 5. Tattvas. pafijikfi, p. 825 : ipift <01. («PI:) ofown I 

durfo o «« e*;a^«iwin«ircrftstei i i 

Cp. NySyabinduflkSjippaiji, p. 27, 1. 1. 
P. 61, last line. There are two views regarding safighlita 
(mparartultiitulntanyalakfana), vit. one is held by Kfts'mlra 
Vaibh&$ikas, and the other probably by other Vaibh&sikas. In his 
Kos'abhisya, Vasubandhn has clearly expressed the former’s view 
thus: «T5: i i.onRffi: 

ao^r^.1 ft(Wi ft 'iwnn?: i .... ostpft 

ftft* [atratCTft] I wfa ^ ORHI: 1ITO1: i ( Abhi , 

Kos'a, Tib. text, p. 82.) 

a. Cf. tfaflTFa ogNR* *ftl I HisVims'ikS 

bhisya, p. 7,1. 10., and p. 106 below. 
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This sahghatn is, for them, different from atoms (v. Yas'o- 
■mitra's comment: JDT VnfofT: 1 p. 89,1. 20). 

Other VaibhB&ikas, on the other hand, maintain that the aggre¬ 
gates are not different from atoms : ^ q <KMI3 IE <h^ Wlfill: I 3t** wnt! 

I *f«n ***?% I (Abh. Kos'a, Tib. p. 83,1. 15). *f: WIPpI <faT?l: 
g q fcwflSufciWI. I (Vims’iki bhfisya, p. 7,1. 11 and p. 106 below). 

According to Dharmaklrti, Dirin8ga pleads for the external 
reality from the standpoint of the latter Vaibhasikas. This will 
lie clear from the following extracts : 

sfafl: ag*r«i: era i 

annsqftww ii iwmmffcifti, n, 194. 

ifh: 1 ^3 1 4 OTrif*T*i^*r- 

nflr sroi»rit*R ’ (aiming^) 1 «*rs 1 

• *wf*eRrf»raw»«n. *w* 3 l 1 

3«!«l qfamiSI ft ftfa* mww: II Ibid., 195. 

ffo i 3 tkt: nfafirtwii: [<m] ftnrsff,Fn i im***ww ^ ft 
fafangqn: i 

aript A fttfro t 

nwg^ HHII"|illfH II ibid., 1%. 

1 !%: i « * «r*nmrenr^«^t fttri:.i * ft ?c 5 »wnfi 

r^TU; I qftrtf pg l . . . . tnf.ftg^ q?*n«D gWOlfaqnrtl. RTflTWinNf 

*iffr?rKqig*niraft« ling* fiwifan i * a wiiHfaR*wwwHwn i 

Exactly this same opinion is expressed by the opponents in 
saying 44 the general quality of atoms ”, etc. 

p. 61, n. 12. W gfwraKT, etc. Framtttjavhr. 11,224, p. 73, 
1. 3. The holders of this view may be some of the Vaibh^ikas 
who maintain that the single atoms are net objects of our cognition, 
but their generality (sHmanya=s<rtcita) does so. Cf. the above 
extracts from PramirjavBr. and xqtti thereon. 

M 
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P. 85, 1. 10. («p. 39,1. 9). This objection, accordinR to Nya- 
yavinis'caya of Akaladka, has been made by Bhadanta S'ubha- 
gupta; see S'ubhagupta’s passage cited by Akalartka: 

i facts* tl: i 

rtw far sfim. i fads*’ aat fcjwfw u 

(NySyavinis'caya, Akalartkatraya, pp. 159-60). 

P. 85, n. 33. The idea is well expressed by Dharmaklrti in 
this verse: 

fatww w Rrsrftfa fa nrarat % i 
fafaf gfa*r: fFTON'ism II 

Pram&navSrtika, II, 247. 

This verse is often quoted by other writers : Vacaspatimis'ra ; 
N. Tfitparyatlku, p. 101; P&rthasarathimis'ra: S'lok. Comment,, 
p. 283 and Advayavajrasarigraha, p. 17. 


APPENDIX 

A 

VASUBANDHU’S CRITICISM OF 
THE EXTERNAL THINGS 

[The following is the extract from Vasubandhu’s 
Viriis'ikS with bhSsya, ed. S. Levi. Vasubandhu, the 
earlier champion of the VijflSnavSda school, criticises, 
there, in his own way, the views of those who hold the 
external things to be real. I have reproduced the 
particular portion of Vasubandhu’s arguments in favour 
of his thesis, v ipiaplimUtrain , reality of only conscious¬ 
ness and nothing else, to facilitate comparison with 
DiAnSga’s method of argument.] 

q q ftTO: TOT'S*: I 
q q * fulfil II * ?. II 

fogq; *wfq i irajjjnfwww *pnfafaitfHT ftw. 
«nq., qi *qiq. qqraqftsq q**qq i *t 
TOT^*: I qT a TOP*: I ^ ’Wft I 

^q^wns^wiTqqf^w i qi'q^. 
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RWfJTRfwifi, i ?r fanfwfci i wKwiigt* 

Jf | W 51 I WTH I 

*5^ 5JNqT»ll?R*non: qS5I<n' I 

f^wi: M<q ijgfo j *Fra ft q**noTt; 

q?5rai I 9^ ^ ^T: a^FTOWTH I 

qrori fWHfrgmfiW : Wjg ftW » : II ^ II 
are q^noh^r: G <rq q^n^ f whi 

q?fafcrct ivi: ww. I ft fSrwrc^ i 

*n >^q ^qq«*: i «pfl*a q*w rif 3 *^ rfri qra*fa$>nfq*T:» 

3 ^ RE^TT: | H: qpropi \ 

q^mlwqVr a: i 

flqtn sft i 

5T cTWqtJTt 5f ffr^lfcl II { \ II 

1 Cf. Abhidlvarmako^abhagya (Tib.), p. 83, 17—19; and 
Vyslkhya, p. 89: **5«TJT W*wf MWflfil I <rft 'KW'fh 

>«*r Tqfftft»w*i»*: «**«n i etc. era *n*wq. i * faw: qrog:, ft»*rn- 
**W*ra,i rooftop i tftaft'mrotor* forfro: i ft^VFi- 

ft «9ra*9T*trift i 9 wrtei i qjrsfcj «twafa^rar ftm- 
qwqn i ftqi fr * w hi fww i v«fi«Mw w Hftfa nwmPt safa**** 
*lffl: aftw^iT *fa tl 

’ Abh. Kos'abh&sya (Tib.), p. 82, 19 : OTRIT: flTWWIil *2«)fcl i 
Vy&khyfi, p. 89, 7. 

’ Ibid., p. 89. 20. 
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aw i q aff fa- 

dWMMffltift R ftianftfil | HTWWlfl $ hrtwr 
fl*frniT*g«preTri i a«nq Rwgft iN a ffrarfa i aft «rc- 
wrt: ran Rft ri i 

ftWFTR^ RWlfa fl*fa4 *T I 

ai^t ffc qWT^: RTR^tf^HT 1 ! fft fi[WTn^ 

flfcl ^*1 *K*nwift<M I 

«JTRT?<fl 3T 

RS&iSW ^fl|oilR,J*?m^T R «IT<£ attftcRt^ 3WPRR 

m\ mRi wmi i ®r ft a«w: Rsimt a 

W^, 1 *mwm $*i aaft qr^fufr: <TRF3?ata Rft ^min- 
I *T % RFTT'ft: RWTmsftT TOWHl^T- 

qfi»qR: «TTd. I *Rlfir q RfaRia <WFft$WTW$: 
flRTd: RWgRTR: I ft*N ft°3«f a ?TRT- 

I?ft q <R*TTOtftfcl I ft *33 «IWT3*Rtsai: fa*3 f^!T RW ^ 
WTdT*J I ^WT? I 

«Nt *! fMfel 3W 3 || >V || 

«rft rfr: «w*ng«i: ft>i *r a aw fftr fts 
*wft 1 aflfawfaw w. 1 qw5: wua *ft ai few 
ftWRT, *WTft *lft a Rftft«W I ft gaW«fi <=H*M 

qg^Tftfti^ jfterftaw 1 wrt 4 h i *re*g*T<frri ftwt 
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-fM q iR yfoq* i f% «wr wNfofa i ftwra: i 

$W 3tE: i 

q*# q ^otfrjjinw i 

qj^nsfafn q qt *£»qji ^ II 

qft qg^ f^R: q^R ^TH | 

jffrn Riq. ( qqqfaqq; I *ra-' 

I arafamR q *r?°i q^TPi qurpi gqqq *qi^ 1 q 
q^ft jrpTOmfura 3^ 1 ftf^jwi qftq;wi sswift- 
3 i^q ?fo 5 i rr., qfo qWrcfqfci qqtf^s^ 

I *q *T fT^R q*<TTH* qp«nq. q q RHPRRT* q*^pq- 
tl 1 ?j$qi&iiiiU<M»tjqt qqrq^qT'qiq^ft^i q wm 1 
qfo q^qq^q s^n^ar^ q^qq ^qm 1 qwnqq^q <Rqi<g$ft 
M- ^wteq; 1 q ^ q ftoqfil 1 aRifa«t ^n^qf 
qgnf^qqfqqfe^rfci foi %fqqiq qqtffa 11 

qqrowfaqi qiftqq qi fqqiqq 1 rNt* qqwnqt n<q$i 
srm irfafaqaafl qsqftq sfofafq sraqiftfir 1 

q<q^3f^: Rjn^t qqi 
fon <q»fofa <^nq srTftqq 1 

*n q q^i qqi i 

q qisqf ??qq aw qra qqq 11 \\ 11 

q^ q «i jRqaff«(^)qqiri %i q jqqwfofo 1 q*T q 
4 s*if s?qq 1 qqtfqfn^q qft^Tq. qaj%Tq«i q q^i ft**- 
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m 3W JKaqjcafW**. I ftjlfcl g Slffa&W ftqqw 
aaFff a^*i ?aifa% ai n 

aiagga aa^fasfta Wa ^awaaigaaa afoawa, t 
<ro a^afowa af^aaw aaigca aag i 

a Tg > iaWP5w W°i aatftftl I a»*TTa, I 

3^5 «WT 33[WflT 

faaiw*fa aaiqmiaT asjf^Taif^i aMfa^i 

wa aa: i 


aat f? f^a: ^faa^i aaifti»n?*a ’wiftfasfararT 
aatftirfaawia ?fa a fawft n aft aaT 

a*T aw^sft WTg. i a^a aaaia star 
waaaa^g i a aa aafa i aw* wjt saiafasfta: aai 
f^af^aFT i ?aazTNara. i awra, I 


sfaaaiara awgatsaa^ft u ^ n 

aa fo a ftw nw rcawa i fi gn agm M: wa *ar- 
gj-raa awa. ^a^a^aia aaiafliaa^ft i a*T g aa?fta«- 
^t^fff^ ^w ^ia^Tarcag^ aaft i a?T 'a^8«5ag§.^fa;ai- 
?naag^TaTaig ftaawi aaiaaaa^tft aara^ag n 


S«e Mah&yRnasCtrilaAkara XIV, 43 with Bh2$ya. 


no xlambanapar!k§X 

B 

STHIRAMATI ON THE EXTERNAL THINGS 

[The following extract is from the Bh5sya (pp. 16-17) 
-of Sthiramati on Vasubandhu’s Tririis'ikS, cd. S. Levi. 
Sthiramati is well-known to be one of the champions 
of the XgamSnusSri VijiI5nav5da school. It will be 
seen from the extract below, that he has put forth for 
his view the arguments which are almost similar to 
those of his two predecessors, Vasubandhu and 
DihnSga.] 

•«. fan ansfcnfo fr g Hfowfarcg g w a 1 

qjfql *p5: fan 5 R*n®** 5 PR | W ^rf JT 

^ i flfiiaifiRftsnsn- 

<wm ^ 'Rgiopig. ara*u>iwi<i i g 

mflw wwg: HffelWWlt <R*IT«!flT *fa*TWTf<Kre: I WT5 
«wflKH3 , flfan sift wFRt ii 3T^g i 

ig<5^R^Scftf^pr: I 

JTTin: I H<TRft 

htb^ arcftftpw i *rft ^ q**n>w <RWftsji ft?iw 
ftMtogfor i vi «ft 4rs4 ft?!** g «ht i 

<RrnojJn*Rt i ?I^iKH Id. I »T ftjJFW 

ftqqt I arfrUTOWlrl I g ^ WR: SP^TTfaW. 'rt: 
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I aWWaiHWHWAWId. I 

*T: « qj[*TMt 3 FITtI I <T<!*I 

tW ^B WW JRTjitf I | 

wiAih^ i 3-^K^tsft JTfifan ^r[«n]n«nw^T?R- 

ft|TRaR*T: I f^TSTT^T | * =* fSuRT J&TFHPUn: I 
S^T^WT^T^fPlPT^xfl^ <JNflW WT*Ti ftjiHFnft 
oTH, ^ ^5q*T«ftfcl II 


c 

YOGSCSRAS' classification of 
PHENOMENA (DHARMAS) 

qsmHg i a vr flfa r g gq; 

M ahuyanasfatad harmavidylt m ukltam 

[The following is the Sanskrit translation of a trea¬ 
tise above named from the Chinese version of Hiuan 

• Nanjio No. 1213. Shanghai ed. Vol. marked lai, part 10, 
fol. 11a. 

IS 
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Tsang. It is attributed to Bodhisattva Vasubandhu. 
It will be clear from the perusal of the treatise that it 
is merely a catalogue of a hundred dharmas into which 
the YogacSras have classified the things external as 
well as internal as against the Vaibhasikas who have put 
them into seventy-five items. A detailed account of 
the classification of dharmas made by VaibhSsikas is 
given by Prof. Th. Stcherbatsky in his Central Con¬ 
ception of Buddhism ; Appendix.] 

sms t fl&m i [as] k sforf: i 

ft fow, I afam: qgftn:—* \ 

I 

wftwri: arejrenft i * wgftsm, R 

\ v fallow*, ^ *swft- 

(=ffci *wto), ^ ‘anw- 

fosnftfa i 

ffctfor&ffawS: a^i q^ifts fawn: i 

1 See Mah. Siitrulankilra, XI, 37. PrakaragRryavCcf tfastrn. 
as quoted by Prof. Tucci; v his article, The Idealistic School 
in Buddhism, p. 8, published in the Dacca University Bulletin, 
No. XII. 

1 The Vaibhi$ikas_do not accept the last two types of consci¬ 
ousness, mamma and AlayavijfTSna, and bring the other types under 
ope group, vijKana, counted as one dharma. 

’According to the VaibhSsikas Cetasikadharmas arc only 46: 
(\)Cittain<thitbhTiniikSh 10, (2) Kustalantahtlbhumikadharmllli 10, 
(3) KtesfamahUbhumikadharmHh 6, (4) AkuyahnitaUilbhumika- 
dhannlih 2, (5) Upakles’a-(paritta) bhumik<tdharmHh 10, (6) 
AniyatabhTimikadharntiil) 8: Total 46. 
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9. 

«$VTT: q« 

5 

3, 

fqf^qd»ifflqiT: q^ 

5 



11 

y. 

&rr: q^ 

0 


dq^II ffclftl: 

20 


3ift*rcn«R*rc: tfei i 

4 


Total 

IT 


(0 to rivn:'—t \ ^n, 

« fl^T. ^ I 

ft) <nifflWl]ftffl: 4 ---t 0^:, R \ «2fil:, 

« BUTfa:, ^ I 

(*) W3 $5T3T:‘—t *31, * 4)=k, * ^:, » 
sp^qT, ^ ^ s&q:, o awft:, <£ °. *q*K:, 

? o 3^1, \ \ aiftflT I 

(V) tor:*— t nn:. * * *n*f:, y 

^ fofafoflT, 5. ’ftwiTSft: I 

’These arc mentioned by Vaaubandhu in his Trims'ikS, vers. 
3 c-d and explained by Sthiramati in his Bhiigya thereon. 

‘TririisfikS, ver. 10 b-c; BhsLjya. pp. 25-6. It may be noted 
that this group and the previous one are put under one class, 
cittamahltbhTUnikBfy by the VaibhS^ikas. 

* Trims'ikS, ver. 10d l la-c; BhS$ya, pp. 26-28. The Vaibhi^ikas 
omit aniolta in this group. 

* Trim, ver, Ilc-I2a; BhH$ya p. 28-9. The Vaibhfisikas count 
them thus: 1. molia, 2. pramifda, 3. kauttdya, 4. arraddh 3,5- s/yfl- 
na. 6. auddhatyu which are, omitting molt a, counted amongst 
20 upakles'as by YogSc&ras. 

’ Lit. Sthiramati explains it as fallen sathOya- 

drffayah. 
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(S) forfa^T :*—\ 3^1?:, \ 

V H$: t ^ *TWT, $, *T*:, \> *1191*1 f £ «, f«li, \ © 

*nwH, u 3 hw*i*i, u «w«wi, 

*5#P*, ^ SWT*:, H WPi, ** 35^:, U 5^1 

3WJ5W., *© | 

ft) 18 — ^ flora,, R «fI*3PI . \ fatf: 

V fafK: I 

S<n 4: 7^51%: — * ^g:, ^ sfc* , 

\ criQT^., V fall, <A *T*:. ^ ^ 35*:, <! *PI:, 9, 

W:, ?© pr^:, U w1*KR^a M W* I 
l R \ fttHKWIiKn, Y ^5TT^:, ^ =*«%- 

*Trim. ver. 126—13; Bhl$ya, pp. 30-31. The Vaibh£$ikas 
accept only the first ten upakles'as of this group. 

’These two dharmas flthrtkhya and anapalrlipya) are put by 
the VaibhH;ikas under akuralaiuahUbhUmikadartna. 

" Triib. ver. 14; BhH$ya, pp. 31-33. These are, for the Vai- 
bhfifikas the first four of 8 aniyatabhtimikadharmSh. The other 
four awiy. dharmSh, rSga, dvc$a, tttSna, and vieikitsd are counted 
by Yogficfiras amongst 6 kles'as. Some of the kles-a and upakle- 
ya groups are mentioned in the DhammadSyBdasutta (Majjhima, 
1, 3, p. 15): lobha, dosa, kodha. upandha, makkha, palBsa, issS, 
maccheram, mdyU, sUfhcyyam, thambha, silratnbha, mil tut, ati- 
milna, mada, pamiida. These are again, mentioned as upakles'a 
of the mind in the Vatthupamasutta (Maj. 1, 7, p. 36f.) 

11 This is avijflapti for the Vaibhgfikas. 

"According to the Vaibh&$ikas they are only 14, vis. Nos. 
1-3, 5-14: thus 13 in the above list of YogScaras and aprlfpti being 
added, 14 dharmas are counted. 

"Chinese has tning-hen which means literally "life-hatred *\ 
I think the character hen is a mistake for ken, source ; so I have 
taken both ming-ken to mean jlvitendriya or simply jlvita, the 7th 
dharma in the Vaibh&fikas’ list. 



APPENDIX 


115 


SRTRfa:, ^ vs aRifrftqrc:, <£ imw:> « <13- 

W., '< o SRSTOTR:, X \ Sift:, 3RT, \\ ffaft:, \ V 3lft- 
<RtTI, ^ R?fa: or jfarARlft: H ^HPfTR: or 
33, \» \C W33, S3 W:, 3° fa: or , 

3 S RH3:, 33 «5*T, 33 ^TRjft or 3# ^3: or ffatR: I 

^ aWGTCl:, 

3 Rfa^Tlftfa:, 3 3TOfcRfl?*nftfa:, V aRaftfa:, ^ fl?IT- 

"fafalftfa:, 3 <TC3T I 

3# fa?*R Sflfa —3 3 R^- 

fa^3 I 

flTTRH5PTOttfa*irg^IR 


1. Cittadharmah 8 

2. Cetasikadhartnah 51 

3. Rnpadharmnh 11 

4. Cittaviprayuktasathskaradharmuh 24 

5. Asaih&krtadharmnh 6 


Total 100 


14 The Vaibh&gikas admit only the fust 3 asamkrtas. 

14 The Vaihhiisikas do not admit dharmanairOimya ; dharmas 
for them are real entities. Nair&tmya means “ *1*1" 

and not " "; see Mah. SBtraladkira, XI, 47. 

One may refer to S. Yamakami Sogan; System of Buddhist 
Thought, pp. 217-229 for a clear exposition in English of all the 
terms mentioned in this treatise. 
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D 


CLASSIFICATION OF PHENOMENA 
(DHARMAS) ACCORDING TO 
THE SAUTRANTIKAS 

[It is already known that the Sautrantikas as 
against the Vaibh2T§ikas, reduced the number of 
Dharmas to forty-three. But how they have worked 
it out actually is not as yet known either from the 
Sanskrit, Chinese or Tibetan source. However, some 
hints as to the method of their classification of things 
are found in the SivajflanasidhiySr, (second part, 
Parapak$a) and commentary thereon. The SidhiySr, a 
polemical treatise in Tamil on S'aiva philosophy was 
composed by Arupandi SivScSryar, a great S'aivait 
scholar of South India, who flourished in 1275-1325 a.d.. 
The relevant portion of the section, Sautruntikamata 1 
of the SidhiySr is given below with the commentary 
which supplements the text with a very valuable neces¬ 
sary information on the subject.] 

Text: There are only two pramSnas, pratyak$a * 
and anumutia. The momentary knowledge and the 
knowable arc their objects. These objects get divided 

'This Section is studied and translated in full by the present 
writer and published in the Journal of the Sri V'enkatcsvara Oriental 
Institute, Tirupnti, Vol. 1, part 2, pp. 176-191. 

’The commentator, JK&naprakSs'nr in explaining pratyakfa, 
quotes Dharmaklrti: 83W WlNl** I It is divided into four: idri- 
yapratyak^a mSnasapr. yogttpr. and svasmfrvedaudpr. See Kyiiya- 
bindu, I. 4-11. 
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into four, viz. rupa, arupa, nirvana and vyavalulra. 
Each one of these four objects is again divided into 
two, and therefore they become eight in all, (ver. 3). 

Two kinds of riipa are: upadilnanipa and upa- 

■dnya-rapa. 

Two kinds of arnpa are : ciita and kartnan. 

Two kinds of nirvana are: &opad/tis'e$anir. and 
nirupadhisfe$anirvil\ia. 

Two kinds of vyavahitra are: sad. and asadvyava- 
Ititra, (ver. 4). 

Four upadanarnpas are: earth, water, fire and air. 

Four upadUyarnpas arc: hardness, attraction, mo¬ 
tion and heat. 

Rupa is what is produced from the combination of 
the above eight elements (4 ttjxtdanar. and 4 upadayar.). 

Citta is that which cognizes a thing cognizable 
through the senses. 

Karman is to discriminate what is good and what 
is bad, (ver. 5). 

Commentary: The author intends to bring all the 
five groups of elements of the Buddhists indicated in 
this verse No. 5. Of these five groups, rupa includes 
eight elements, four upndattarupas and four upadaya- 
rupas; vedann three, kus'aliT, akusfaln and kusfalii - 
Jcus'alu; samjrdx six, five sense organs 1 and one citta; 

’This is partly in harmony with Yos'omitra's comment: toifow 

fit 3*8 i i g i ft afij i 

iflfa I p. 24-25. See . My paper on SarvOstivada in SaAJusra- 
bhasya, publ. in the Jour, of Orien. Research, Madras, Vol. XI, p. 28. 
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vijtona six, vijHSnas correspond to the s,x above and 
sLkara twenty, ten good acts and .-tad-* 
Thus they work out forty-three mall. So says the. r 


Scripture: 

snl«—r ww**^**" “'f'* . 

& fiu3urn'JP Q*>ua>* t&z>ufirsa., 


« It is the siddhanta of the scriptures of the Buddhists 
that the forty-three [dharmas] which arc momentary 
are counted in five skandhas which are built up of eight 
rupas, three vedanSs, six jflSnas, their corresponding six 
sarhjflSs and twenty saihskaras.” 

[It may be noted that the asaihskrta elements, 
alcana, etc. which are not real entities for the SautrSn- 
tikas, are not counted in the above list.] 



* These ten good and ten bad .acts are the same as das'a kus'alas 
and das'ikus'alas divided into three, vtteika, kltyika and munasika. 



SANSKRIT INDEX 


(Roman figures refer to verses and Arabic ones to pages) 


I, 26 

26 

anw*flr I, 26 
fawq. 34 

wrvd (h ftffafaw:) HI, 32 
33 

7 

(<Hm«j:) 26 
26 (fa:), 29 

«Ffl: VI, 38 
9TWTMR 7 

arcnfa 26 

(faswkfr) 30 
•rf 23 
wfgw 109 
26 

entowwWKSH 27 
Brffcf* (<?*) 25, 35 
wmm* 33, 34 
ww 28 
16 


WTffl 25 
W3W ( - flwoi) 25 
amtforrcu (af«fa.) 35 
airaw (fjf*i) 3, (» mRim*) 
4, (pro) 30,—27-28 
(f«***) 7 

•UWWR 32 

ffcprq.(«nfaw ^4lRii) VII, 10, 
24, 25 

—«ronsnn 26, 27 
—ft: (Mreritafa) 33 
—ftnwrci farorarcw 35 
—W*r 28 

—sfaftTOT 23, 33 
mmran 34 
4 
32 

III, 32, 33 

«ftai or^ftcT.23, 27, 28, 30 
^orjrf^ (»nr—) 37 
^irwrrft («w—) 37 
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(flwa) 109 
39 

JTB3 ( - B5CTN) 39 
•rota (-«3) I, 36, 39 
28 

war??ft 107 
<rw 22;—W 32 
<WtT¥M 32 
mina 23 

(WTwftwjii 24, 25, 

27, 

Arran? 32 

107, 111 
(«nt^—) 24, 29 
frw 11,4, 28,29, 

(anifc) 30 

23 

—) 109 

torf** 6 
33 
27 

aw( = «ir*n)^ 36 
a«HHfimrq (-ftfw) 38 
awj 26 
awig (»nn«5) 3, (*&*") 35, 
(w^*) 35, M 34, («a- 
«5t) 32, 26. 

«i7f!Wfaq;) 24, 
—24, (a & wn) 106 


aifW«*H( 5 

(-«*m) 106, 107 
sfmT?i 107 

sRftaWtfwu 28 

aww 108 

a^re (*gffa) 36, 39 
atm (>wi) 26 ; (<^) 38 
jnftn 32 

22 

«rf**lVI, 37 
arw 31 
»nw 37 
arsw^a (fown) 38, 39 
*rw«i (fan—) 1 10 
m 38 

rto (a alfawa) 20-21, 25 
—ftfM 108,109, 111, («n- 
fk—) 30 
wft*«.21 
*arf* 107, 

—srftfs 108 
36, 37 
(as—) 109 
atawnq.37 
arfci (fj) 24 
aiwai«K 33 
ftifaar* 108 
ftawfarw 36 
ftfSTCTfa 31 
ftqjj (= 3 
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fiWUWM 109 
lT« (f$) 38 
*pwf* 111 

fcirfax; 117, n., 106 

VII, VIII. 7 
«nmn 26 
0 * 5 * (*wr—) 39 
era 27, («r«ir<i) 3, 102-3; (* 
wn) 28, (0Tf3) 33, 34 
(«rapfw) 36, 106 
ww 32 
«ftra 110 

frf^rw III, 31, 32, 33 
fluroftfr* 39 
fWWKTft 110 
tnywwftfo i (*w—) 39 
«mww (*ftffa) 31, 32 
«f VII, 39 


TO (%ww) 38 
arinft 23 
«ra* 27 
Annfi 35 
SO£«taV( 35 
5R (fSTRl) 29 
fl* 17, 36 
36 
30 

WR 109 

5ITJTO 36 
RUT^ m 108 
ROTRPmi (*nr—) 38 
rsRut 26 

(- ftwta) 39 

28 

?05« (xrx^—) 24 
fcpw 17 
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Abhidharmakos'a (BB. ed.) 95, 
96, 102, 103 

Advayavajrasabgraha (GOS.) 
104 

aggregate (not real entity) 69, 
70 (empirical), 77, -of-atoms- 
object theory) 42 ff, 61 ff, 105 f- 
AKALAUKA 104 
ilkttra, v. form, image 
ananyalva 55n.57, explained 
100 

anirdcrya 53n.50 
anyatva 55n.57, 100 
ARUNANDISIVXCXRYA 
116 

artha 42n.5, 43n.9 
arthOpatti 66 

ntiprasaiXga 50n.37; (ans¬ 
wered) n.40 

atom (its indeterminate nature) 

66 

(atom-object-theory) 41, 60, 106 
(atom-generality-object theory) 
61-62, 103 
avayavin 57 

alambana, (-dvibhSga, 45n.l6; 
-lafyatia 68; tit 59; (ex¬ 
planation of—) 95 
QtayavipUtna 51n.42 
US’ray a 53 n.49; -tit 59 
avedha 54 n.52 
Dhavasankritutisutra 59 n. 


BHXVAVJVEKA 60 n. 
buddhivirefez 46 n.20 
Buddhist 62 

CANDRAKlRTI 95. 99 
causality 82 

cause, mutual- 54; -inference 
52 n.48 

characteristic, two-fold- (of ob¬ 
ject) 68 

chariot (as example) 57 
cittacaitta 43 n.9 
cohesion, samyoga 47 n.29 
concomitant, mutually— 64 
condidition (-simultaneous) 50, 
84; (-in succession) 51 n. 
42; two- 73 

consciousness, —of the hair-like 
thing 82 ; five-fold— 56; sen¬ 
sual- 76 

contradictory, not— 53 n.49 
co-ordination 63, 66 
dependent causation 68 
DhammadSyUdasutta 114, n 
DHARMAP&LA 95. 97, 98 
DHARMAKlRTI 103-4 
digbhag (of atoms) 47 n.23 
DltiNAGA 96, 99, 101, 103, 
105,110 

dravyata)} 43 n.ll 
elements, great- 44 n. 14 
externally, 11 as if it exists— ” 81 
force, s-akti, 51 
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form ( BkBra), 42 ; -attributed 
78; atomic— 45, 75; com- 
bitted— (saTlcitBkara) 44 n. 14; 
(soflciIrtAdra-object- theory 
and its refutation) 44, 45 n.19, 
73-74; gross—67,73; (distinc¬ 
tion in-) 46-47, 79: many- 
44, 73 ; undifferentiated- 77 
M form " 77; —(due to imagina¬ 
tion) 83 

grilhyabhltga 49 n. 33, 50 n.37 
grlthyBihva 82, 84 
grBhyasvabhBwi 59 
happiness, feeling of— 78 
HIUEN TSANG 95, 97. 100, 
112 

image, (-immanent in cons.) 84 
“ internally " 81, 83 
ITSING 21 
Jains 62, 97 

JNXNAPPAKASA 116 n. 
KAMA LA Si LA 97 
" knowable aspect " 81 
KUM&RILA 62, n. 

LEVI, SYLVAIN 95, 105, 110 
iokavirodha 81 
Madhyamakavrtti 98 
MadhyamakavalBra (Sanskrit 
text) 95. 99 

Mftdhyamika 59 n., 102 
MahRyRnasutrlUarikSra 109 n., 
112 n., 115 n. 

" many ” 76 

MBYAR, HENRY 42, 49, 54, 
95, 101 

mind (not the 6th sense) 55-58; 
(as sense and object) 64, (opi¬ 
nion on-) 101-102 
mirror, image in— 64 
misery, feeling of— 78 
modolities, two — 54 n.44 
moon, double— 43, 69-71: 

(views) 71-72 

NXGARJUNA , doctrine of—101 


Naiyiyika 50, 101 
NyByabindu (BB.) 58 n. 
NyOybindutlkittippani (BB.)102 
NyByavBrtika (Chawk.) 57, n., 
59, n. 

NyByav. tiUparya{XkB (Chawk.) 
104 

NyByavims-caya (Sindh Jain 
Series) 104 
NyByasutra 98 

object (explained) 43,n.7; -cause 
41 ff.; -image 67 
objection (tflifaija) 65 
parts, two— (of Slambana) 72, 
(of cons.) 83 

PARAM&RTHA 54 n. 55,95, 
97-101 

PBrimBntfalya 46 n. 21 
P&RTHASARATHI SI IS R A 
85, n., 98, 100, 101, 104 
POUSSIN, L.V. 95, 99 

pradarvcmBrtluim 66 
PrakartnjapaftcikB (Chawk.) 
71, n. 

Pritkar<it)BryavBcusIlslra 112,n. 
prainbtja, ekam —84 
PramBijavBrlika (Rtthula's ed.) 

58, n., 61, n., 67, n., 71 n., 103, 
104 

pralijUB 55 n. 57 
'pralyaya 85 

reason (inconclusive) 65, 70; 
(its exclusion) 76; 

(not established) 67 
reinvestigating 77 
resolve 66 
sabhhBga 86 

sahakarin 51 n.42 

vakti (=scnse-faculty) 52, 53. 

59, —»i«x/ 53 n. 49 
sainanantaranirodha 86 
samvftyB 55 n.57 
SAflGHABHADRA 97 
SBnkhya 102 
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saltcitakara, v. form 
SXSTARAKSITA 102 
sandal wood 55, n. 57 
sapak^adr^tSnta 76 
Mdhana 83, 84 
sadhyadharma 62 
sttmagrl 59 

siimdnya (■iflto’lfl) 103 
sarTtPya 63, 66 
SarvSstivSdin 52 n.46, 97 
Sdslra 43 n.9; author of—65 
scripture 81 
send, army 80 

senses, passith ; power of—75, 
(explained) 52 
siddhasddUatta 79 
SivitjUdnasiddhiyar 116 
Sautrfintika 116 
SUBHAOUPTA 96, 104 
SlokavOrtika (Chawlc.) 60, n. t 
85 n., 99—101 
solidity {kafhittalB) 45, 75 
sound-object 81 

STCHBRBA TSK V, Th. 102, 
112 

STHIRAMATI 95. 113 n. 

—on the external thing 110 
swtlakfatia 69 
svarspavirodha 84 
svasamvtdana 53 n. 49 
syllogism 66, 82, formulation o( 
—76 

TXRXnXTHA 97 
taimirika 49 n. 33 
tarka 57 

tathali I, suchness 75 
TathSgata 59 

TattvasaAgraha (GOS.) 57, n., 
58, n., 60. n., 96, 97, 102 


thesis (formulated) 65 
thing, (external-), passitn 
(of great elements) 73 
(of distinct force) 73 
different views on—) 96; 
Vasubondhu's criticism of— 
105-9. Sthiramati on—110-111 
TrithfikUbhS^ya 95: Extract 
from—110 
TUCCl.G. 112, n. 

VXCASPATl MISRA 104 
VXGBHATA 44 n. 13. 97 
Vaibha^ika 112; Kasmlra—63, 
n.. 96, 102 

Vaibh&sika-Sautrantika 102 
Va&e^ika 47 nn. 27-28; (re¬ 
futed) 48 n. 29, 96. 103 
v&sanS 49 n. 35, 54 
VASUBANDHU 95, 96, 102, 
105-112, (Bhadanta-) 63, n.,98 
VetthVpama Sutta 114. n 
VirirfikSbhfcsya 96. 102, 103; 

Extract from—105-9 
ViflUtnaparitfUma 81 
VijS&navBdin 62, n., 101, 110 
VINlTADEVA 49n.36; 54 n. 
55, 95-99. (His criticism of 
other school) 100 
vifaydkdratil 54 
Ved&ntin 102 
vyavahSra 43 n. 9 
UDYOTAKARA 62, n. 

Ul, H. 60 

YAMAGUCHl, SUSUMA 42. 
49. 54, 95, 101 

YAM AKA Ml SOGEN 115, n. 
YASOMITRA 95. 101. 103, 
117, n. 

Yog&cira-SautrSntika 102 


TIBETAN INDEX 
(With Authorised Skt. Equivalent) 
(Figures refer to verses) 


kyad, apica 6 
rkyen, pratyaya 7 
gad, yat 6 
rgyu, kSrapa 1 

ci. dgar, yathegarh, vftti ad 7 
gcig. chabad, ekamso’pi (Origi¬ 
nal : 6aha) 7 
de. ni, 8*bi vjtti ad 7 
de hi. tasydb 1 

de hi. rkyen. Bid . . . yin phyir. 

ro, tatpratyayatayS 6 
der. mi. snad. phyir, atad&bha- 
tayl 1 

don, artha 6 

don. du. snad. bo, arthavabhEsa, 
vftti ad 7 

bdus. pohi. math, pa, saficitS- 
kfira 3 

rdul. phran, agu (Original: 
sab) 1 

nad. gi, antab 6 
nus. pa, s'aktiifa, vftti ad 7 
nus. pa. hjog. phyir, s'aktyarpa- 
ij&t 7 

mam. par. s'es. pahi. rten can, 
vijS&n&dh&riim, vftti ad 7 
rnam. pa. s'es. no. bohi phyir, 
vijB&narupatvut 6 


snad . . yin. te, avabhisate 6 
phyi. rd. liar, bahirvat 6 
phra. rab. rdul, aiju (Orig.: grS- 
hyuiiis'a) 1 

byed. pas, karotlti. vftti ad 7 
dliad. po. bzhin, akqavat 1 
dban. pohi. rnam. par. rig, indri- 
yavijilapti. 1 

bbras. bu. skyed. par. byed. 
pahi, kiryotp&daka (Orig.: 
—utpattaye) vftti ad 7 
mi. bkhrul. phyir. ro, avyabhi- 
cfiritvSt 7 

mi. bR°i- i°> avirodha, vftti 
ad 7 

mod. kyi, yadyapi 1 
zlum. po, p&rimSijdalya, v r ,ii 
ad 4 d. 

yan. lag. gcig. ma. {shad, eksdga- 
vaikalya, vrtti ad 2 c. d. 
yul, visaya 1 

rad. dad. mthun. pahi, svgnu- 
rtipa. vftti ad 7 
rim. gyis, kramftt 7,—kyad, kra- 
monSpi, Vftti ad 7 
s'es. byahi. do. bo, jneyarOpa 6 
sra. Bid. la. sogs. bzhin, kajhi- 
nat&divat 3 
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